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UTTRODUCTIOa 

aicXggQund 

On January 20« 1969» a Uc S. aavy court of inquiry 
vaa convanad at Coronado* California* to dataraino tha 
facta* cireuMtancaa and raaponaibility for tha aaiaura of 
tha intalliganca ahip* ilSI. £siahlQ« which had occurrad one 
yaar aarXiar in tha 8aa of Japan off tha coaat of north 
Koraa* Tha Fuablo incidant* a aajor nawa atory for alinoat 
all of 1988* had raachad a final and crucial ataga. 

Tha return of tha J^uahlo*a crew to tha United 
itataa on Daeaabar 24* 1968* attracted aoaa 450 journaliata 
and oaMara crawaan from around tha %#orld to tha liavy'a 
largaat hOMport* San Diago* 8y tha tisva tha court began 
ita daily haaringa* tha nuiebar had dropped to about 30 
journaliata and 20 talaviaion nawaaen* and a correaponding 
nufobar of technical paraonnal. In addition to two local 
nawapaper raportara and two local talaviaion nawatAen* tha 
Mdia aaabara rapraaantad aight nationally known nawapapara* 
four Major wira aarvicaa* tha three major talaviaion 
natworka* two nawa magaainaa and five popular and buainaaa 
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publications* ^ 

In ordar to avaluata tba raportorial parfomianca of 
tha praas corraapondanta at tha court of inquiry it ia 
iaportant to raviaw tha ataoaphara in which thay oparatad 
and tha facilitiaa thay had at thair diapoaal to raport tha 
atory. 

Tha roMFiand .lalocMtioa Jluram 

Tha Navy aatabliahad a coaviand inforaation buraau 
(CZB) to handla tha pi^d^Iic affairs aapacta and diaaamina* 
tion of inforaation about tha crawls raturn and tha 
subaaquant inquiry to tha aMdia and public. It bagan 
oparation officially on bacaaibar 23# 1968. 

Planning for tha CXB bagan iaaiadiataly aftar tha 
aaisura of tha Pueblo by tha north Koreans. Following 
aathbliahad Navy doctrine* tha oparation plan covering tha 
procaduraa for the buraau anticipated every situation 
public affairs apacialiata could project with regard to tha 
needs and dananda of tha madia represent at ivaa who would be 
present to raport tha story. P workable oparationa plan 
was prepared and distributed to vitally concerned Naval 

^Coll.et.d ril«. of tb* USS PiMblo conmitnd 
Information Buraau (Operational Pocumants Section in 
Department of Naval History# Nashington# D. C.)# Prasa 
Accreditation Log and Court Entry Logs. Entries appear by 
correspondent name# affiliation and data. 
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co8BB«nd« long b#fore th« actual raXnaM of tha Puablo 
cr«w.^ 

Tha mlsaion of tha Pueblo CIB %ma twotold. tba 

first rasponslbllity was to advise the conasand responsible 

for the disposition of the Pueblo crew and the conduct of 

the inquiry in all public affairs Mtters. The second 

responsibility was to the news aiedia and is best expressed 

in the mission statement of the operations plans 

• • • to establish a central point for an orderly flow 
of information to %rorlcing preee • • • to give media 
represent atives direct and imiediate assist anee when* 
ever possible so that they might report the subject 
with the greatest possibls understanding of the facts. ^ 

To iippleaent this mission the Msvy ten^rarily 
ordered public affairs specialists and enlisted journalists 
from major naval commands on the West coast to fill the 
positions at tha bureau. Zn all some SO personnel# each 
salected by professional reputation# reported for temporary 
duty until the court was cos^leted. 

In charge of the CZB was Cig^tain Vincent C. Thomas# 
Jr.# than p«d>lic affairs officer for the Commander *in*Chief 



^Report on Planning POr Physical Facilities and 
Personnel For the USS Pueblo Command Information Bureau 
(Puid:>lo Files in Public affairs Office of Commander Naval 
air Forces# Pacific Fleet# North Island Naval Air Station# 
San Diego# California)# report of Lt. Cmdr. William Collins# 
February 25# 1965. Hereafter cited as Pueblo Report. 

^Operations Plan 99# Breeches Buoy (Classified doc- 
ument of Commander Naval air Forces# Pacific Fleet# North 
Island Naval Air Station# San Diego# California) # annex V# 
196S. 
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of the Pacific Float. Poraonally ac<|uainted with many of 
th« oiodia roprosontativoa to the court# Captain Thosaaa had 
boon a nowapapontan in LoulsvlXlo# Xontucky# and hod aorvod 
aa public affaira officor for aovoral major Daval 
cooaiajMSora# among thorn tho Chiof of naval Oporationa on tiio 
occaaiona. 

Modia roproaontativoa arriving in Gan Diogo to 
covor tho crow* a rot urn proaontod thoir crodontlala to tho 
CIB and woro iaauod paaaoa to tho U. 8. Maval Hoapital 
whoro tho buroau waa locatod and vhoro tho crow would bo 
houaod upon arrival. 

Xmmodiatoly available to tho aiodla at tho buroau 
woro numoroua background information roloaaoa proparod hy 
tho CZB. Thoao includod eppioa of provioua roloaaoa of 
Information portinont to tho Puoblo incident wade by all 
federal agoncioa and periodic progroaa roporta on the 
crow* a trip from South Korea. 

Separate facilities woro provided at tho buroau to 
moot tho particular nooda of print and broadcaat media. A 
photo aoction pooled Kavy and civilian photographic of fort a 
to covor tho crow 'a arrival. Communication oquipmont waa 
inatallod before tho bureau began operation and includod 
Woatorn Union euid wire aorvico tarminala# pay and contract 
talophonoa# and all major nowa wiroa. Typowritora# office 
equipment# rofroahmont maehinoa# toloviaion rocoivora# 
loungoa and conforonca aroaa woro alao available at tho 
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facility \rhich pparatik! s*v«n day* a %«aak« 24 hours a 

day.^ 

Prior to his arrival at San Ois^o# aach Puablo 
crsman was 9 ivsn a public affairs procaduras briefing* 

Thus* with regard to his experiences on the Pueblo during 
captivity* each was advised not to discuss with the public 
or SNidia anythixi >2 of a classified nature* nor anything 
which in his opinion eight jeopardise the objective gather* 
ing of facta in tha forthcoming inquiry* Moat iiq^jortaot to 
Mavy officials was that the crewmen* a exact reMSd:>ranco of 
every possible detail of the previous 11 nonths not be 
disturbed by reiteration to fasdly* frienda or the media* 

These memories also beesme the content of classi* 
fied intelligence deluriefinga that filled 270 milea of 
recording tape during the first three %#eelcs of the crew*s 
stay St the haval Hospital in San Diego* Thia information* 
reatricted to the intelligence community* waa vitally 

5 

iaportant and never became evidence in the inquiry* 
because it was considered "privileged information" in a 
sense* and might have been incriminating to some of the men* 

The stringent security messures enforced by the 
Kavy never permitted the media to come into direct contact 

^Pueblo Report* loa* fiit* 

^Captain C* Dale Everhart* 0* S* Havy* cited by 
Trevor ^rmbrister in t Mttttr Of ^coufitabilltel Z2im TEUm 
Stnry j^f ths Pueblo affair (Mew forks Coward*McCann* Xnc** 
1P70) * p. 348. 
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with PvMbXo crwwMfi daring their stay at the hospital 
except at tormml press conferences %rhich were conducted 
infrequently* Pueblo *s cosMnding officer# Cocamander 
Lloyd N* Bucher# spoke briefly to the huge crowd assMbled 
to Met the crew at Miramar liaval Air Station cm 
Dmo9ok>mr 24# 1968# His aental and physical eachaustion was 
apparent and was the reason for a Mdical decision not to 
permit him to ss^pear before the media during medical 
processing and intelligence debriefings prior to the 
inquiry. In his stssd# the Pueblo* s executive officer 
conducted s brief prees conference shortly sfter the crew 
reached the hospital. Lieutsnant Sdward K. Murphy# 
comMnting only on his rols as ship*s navigator# described 
how he introduced ispossible ship positions into falsified 
charts his captors forced him to prepare in order to render 
ridiculous their *proof*' that ths ship had entered Morth 
Korean territorial waters. He also avoided socbs questions 
which the Bavy thought probed into areae bettsr left to the 
court of inquiry# 

XIm understated the security situation# idiich 
disturbsd some corrsspondents# when it reported# **The Mavy 
was saving the Pueblo *s story for ths court • • • and it 
ordered the crew to say nothing. 

^Armsd Forces# ^Heroes or Survivors?# ** Xim* 

January 10# 1969# p. 19. 
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Con&Md«r Bach«r*s pire-*S&n Biogo consents to tho 
prooo about tho cr«w*o brutal traatawint at th«i haiK^a of tha 
tierth Koroana appaarad in aliaoat ovary madia report during 
tha daya bafora tha oourt* Medical axaadnationa of tha 
craw at San Diago ahocHad avan tho hardanad military 
phyaiciana aa count laaa bruiaoa and acara from aavara 
baatinga vara diacovar ad* Clark Clifford* than Secretary 
of Dafanaa* ordered an ismoadiata invoatigation of the 
baatinfa While tha CIS photo lab documented on film tho 
avidanca of mia treatment of tha Buablo men. To further 
illuatrata their torture %^la in captivity# tha Havy par* 
mittad two crawaan to appaar bafora tha madia to daacriba 
thair aaq^riancaa in North Xoraa. Puablo CXB officiala 
aalactad Quartarmaatar Firat Claaa Charlaa Law and 
Radioman Sacond Claaa Laa Roy Rayaa to maat tha praaa on 
tha baaia of aavaral critaria* Thair miatraatmant waa 
indicative of tha aavara puniahmant tha entire craw 
auffarad* Bach in hia own way waa wall*apoKan and aaemad 
able to handle tha aaarching quaationa of tha corraapond* 
anta. Finally* tha health of tha two man waa aufficiant to 
withatand tha narvoua atrain of an appearance bafora tha 
madia* 

Tha madia aoon adjuatad to tha fact that thay could 
not paraonally interview Puablo paraonnal other than during 
tha few controlled preaa eonferancea already mentionad* 

Moat corraapoadanta quickly turned their attention to 
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•peculating alx>ut mM^or issues and questions with Which tho 
court %K>uld have to deal* 

Ths Codte of Conduct for U« ft. ssrvicsman rscsivsd 

7 

the greatest press attention. its appIio<a>ility to the 
Pueblo situation was a matter of controversy for both the 
nilitary and the press. The CZB attested to clarify the 
issues for correspondents at the hospital by calling ftan 
Diego based Kavy legal Mperts into several press confer** 
ences to sn^er their questions. Captain Gale 2. Krouse 
coniented that# ** Failure to observe the guidelines of this 
(code) is not in m/ siind a criadnal offense.* XiUft 
reported that the Defense Departiwint insisted the code was 

g 

militarily binding on the Fueblo crew while in captivity. 
The dileasna for the court was that the code had never been 
enforced and by itself carried no penalties for failure to 
observe its provisions. Without any specific precedent the 
court bed no guidelines by which to svaluate the con fee** 
sions which the North Koreans extracted from the crew 



^**Code of Conduct for Meinbers of the Krmed Forces 
of the united States#** Executive Order 10631# signed by 
Dwight D. Sisenhcwer at The White House* August 17# 195S# 
contained in the Havy Dep3u:tiRent *s General Order No. 4 
(INurhington# D. C. t U. 8. Governiwmt Printing Office* 

IP56)« docoinent no. 0-421935. 

o 

Opinion expressed by Captain Gale JS. Krouse# JAOC# 
U81I# in a press conference at the U. S. Haval Hospital# 

San Diego# Z^ecember 31# 1969. 

^**The Dilemma of the Code# * Xilift# January 3# 1969# 

p. 19. 
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during their ci^tivity.^^ 

In a January X3 preaa conference# couneel for the 
court# Captain Williaa Kcareone# announced that the i^uebXo 
cremen were "illegal detainees" and not prisoners of war# 
Therefore the provisions of the code did not i^ply to their 
actions while in north Korea# To his dismay the Defense 
Departaent taidway through the court decided the Code did 
apply to the Pueblo wen# 

The wetter of the Code of Conduct was indicative of 
the complex problene which confronted the press and ckal* 
lenged its reporting sbility# Similar situations occurred 
frequently during the inquiry# 

Congressional intersst in the Pueblo affair was 

understandid>ly intense. Senator Richard Russell* then 

chairman of the Senate ArsM»d Services Committee# cosnmentedt 

These wen are being hailed as heroes# They are heroes 
in the sense that they survived the imprisonment# But 
they did sign a great many statments that did not 
reflect any great heroism in my mind# I’ll have to 
invastigate further to see just what hero-*type things 
they performed#!! 

Bis cosnents disagreed with the comfuents of several 
high ranking llaval officers# Among them# Admiral John J# 

By land# the Commander of the Pacific fleet# %rho had ordered 
the court of Inquiry# described the crew as horoes# and 

^^furthermore# the court received little or no 
guidance from le^gfal experts at Savy headquarters in 
Washington# D# C# 

^Vxwed forces# JLOC* git # 
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lt«ar Admiral M« Roaanberg# in charga of tha craw* a 

trip froai toath Koraa to tha Unitad Stataa# rafarrad to 

12 

COMsandar JIHichar as **• » • a haro acROng haroas*** 

On January 10 tha Mvy closad tha hospital buraau 
as^ ralocatad all prass facilitias at tha sita of tha court# 
tha naval Aj^phihious Basa at Coronado# California* At tha 
saasa ti«»# a 10*day daisy in convaning tha inquiry was 
announcad as nodical author it ias waitad for Cooaiandor 
Bttchar*s haalth to inprova suffleiantly to withstand tha 
strain of tha hearing* 

During tha daisy tha ClB concantratad on informing 
tha prass of tha adsdnistrativa and lagal procaduras undar 
%^hich tha inquiry %#ould ba conductad* Captain Bawsoma and 
his sssociatas strassad that tha court of inquiry was not a 
trial* 2t was an invast Ig at iva procaading# not unlika a 
civilian grand jury* Tha IfavaX ordar appointing tha court 
raquirad that it ascartaln tha facts and racossnand appro-* 
priata administrative or disciplinary action* Zt could not 
datarmina guilt or Innocanca or administar puniahmant* On 
January 13# as Captain Kawsoma and Coimaandar WiXlian 
Clamons# his assistant counsal# prepared to screen prospac** 
tive witnesses# they informed tha prass that tha court 
would divide its inquiry into three phases t the ship's 

12 

Opinion eiq>ressed by Rear Admiral Edwin M* 
Eoseiiberg# U* S* Havy# in a press conference at Seoul# 

South Korea# Deceeber 23# I960* 
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r.lssion and operation, this and tbe> crw*a datan- 

tlon period. Newsomn aaid h« planned m typical Navy 

investigation lasting from thTM weeks to s sionth* He 

predicted the length based on the court reeting six days a 

week and his doubts that all crew rtefebers would have to 

testify* He explained Commander Bucher's position as a 

party to the investigation# a routine declaration for the 

cosManding officer of any Kavy vessel Icmt or damaged %diich 

insures his right to be represented by counsel# to call 

witnessoe and present evidence in hie own behalf# and to be 

present at all hearings* The press was informed that some 

court sessions %#ould be closed to hear classified testimony# 

but that every effort would be made to declassify the 

testimony so a witnsss could present it in open session* 

Nsverthsless# on January 19 Bernard Welnraub 

reported in lbs Hw Xork XiMBt 

• * • there has bssn some unsssinsss that siseabls 
portions of the tsstimOT^ wers to be heard in closed 
sessions* Navy lawyers havs insisted that clos«»d 
hearings %#ould be held only because of the ** sensitive" 
and "highly classified nature" of the ship's mission* 
But thsrs is some feeling that closed hearings could 
also be used for testimony that would embarrass the 
Navy* 



Fttraapse jad ficopu 

Three months after the court closed# one of the 
correspondents analysed the probable effect the press had 
on the formation of public opinion about the Inquiry and 
about the way the correspondents reported the court* He 
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• • • tha court • • • bad baan delugad with lattara and 
talagrau than for thair *niatraat»ant* of • • • 

Buehar • • • Meat of the blana for the «»otional 
reaction and indignation evolved froia praaa reports of 
the court* a quastioninrj of Boehar* h ccaplax story 
that required reporting by those familiar with military 
terminology# laws# regulations# and traditions was 
covered by a working preas that for the most part vaa 
inexperienced militarily and in some cases unqualified 
for unbiased# objective reporting* The results 
Widespread leisunderstanding# leading to a backlash 
against the credibility of the press* 

Ths correspondent# Kip Cooper# was the military 

affairs editor for the bi^Q UnLM. and had previously 

servsd 23 years in the Mavy# retiring as a Chief Journaliet* 

Bhile it seems certain his opinion was flavored by his 

background# nevertheless reesareh into the writing of a 

nuMber of corraspondents at the court revealed that aome of 

his criticims had a basis in fact* Cooper *a criticisms 

and the author *s preliminary research and presence at the 

court ae a participant^bserver showed the need for a 

careful study of press performance to determine the quality 

of press coverage of this long and highly importimt story* 

K press performance study of selected correspondents 

to ths court# including those with and without previous 

military background# should permit one to draw some 

interesting c<»x?lusions based iqpon a cORg>arison of their 



^^Kip Coc^r# **The Bueblo and the Press# ** Seei.nay 
(h OuagtaKly Reviser lac Mmopajaarji By Copley finwapiiciers) # 
June# 1969# p* 12* 

^^The author was assignod to the court as a Wavy 
public affairs specialist for its entirety* 
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prnrforwutacMm P^mrt front denying or confiraRing Cooper *« 
charge about hie allegedly nosv-^cpert colleaguea* the study 
can i^ly to the question of specialised reporting program 
in journalisni education and the need for More specialise-^ 
tion by reporters in the field. 

Ho previous research has been conducted on the 

ihieblo incident in the mtter of press perforMnce. Hoi#-* 

ever« a lf70 study of the fonation of public opinion and 

its sftect on Kavy policy did speak to the issm of neve 

coverage of the Faeble storyi 

The Cloture of the U5ft Pu^lo • • • by iiorth Korea# a 
f7*i^*** in an earlier era, provok^ internal 

conflict rather than international confrontation. 

Public sentiment, ss reflected in news accounts, 
editorials, journals and congressional statements had a 
significant affect on official ... Ssvy behavior, 
apparent public hostility toward the Havy was most 
clsarly manifest in ths par iod following the release of 
the Pu^lo crew, particularly during the Court of 
Inquiry, and was probably the single most isportant 
factor in determining ultimate dii^sition by the Savy. 
The options svailsbls to the Kavy were circumscribiKi by 
adverse public sentiment.^^ 

Khether the public*s hostility was the **single most 
important factor** in the Kavy*e disposition of the case is 
e matter of sons controversy. Kut, there is little doubt 
that press and telsvision reports were the primary influ** 
ences on the formation of public opinion. Establishing 
seam measure of the accuracy of press rsi>orts of the Pu^lo 



^^illiam >« Ami>ruster, **The Pueblo Crisis and 
Public Opinion* (unpublished thesis, U. S. Kaval War 
College, 1970), p. 132. 
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Court of Inquiry is* tHsrofors* ussfuX* 

This stiidy will follow ths gsnsrsl design of a 196S 
University of Wisconsin Journalissi Master *s thesis by 
Thoflias Cleary. In it Im tested the hypothesis# **Did the 
U. 8* Frees# in its coverage of the Korean War# accurately 
portray the Korean situation to the U. 3. Fviblie • • •?** 

To do so he compared news reports froa the battlefield 
against the historical standard for his study# the official 
U. 3* Kray history of the Korean War. He then pointed out 
deviations from the standard and qualitatively analysed 
thee. 

This study will test the follcwing hypothesis} 
Correspondents te ths Pueblo Court of Inquiry accurately 
reported the open court proceedings in news stories which 
sppesrod in thsir parent or aeaiber publications. 

Additionslly# this study will answer the question# 
*What was ths diffarsnee# if any# batiireen reports by 
correspondents with military reporting eKperienoe and cor** 
raspondents with no previous experience?** 

Accuracy is dafined hsra as the truthfiUL reproduc* 
tion of disiog and events as thess evolved during qpen 
court sessions. inaccuracy is defined broadly as s flaw 



^Thomas J. Cleary# Jr.# *Kaporting the Korean Wart 
Performanee of the U. 3. Press in the First Sixty Pays of 
the Korean War** (unpublished Thesis# University of 
Wisconsin# 1965)# p. 18. 
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or ftrror in thm roproduction*^^ 

MitfehodolQ^ v 

Thin study dsnimdsdi sn unia^schs^Xs standard 
against iihich to csnpars corra^^ndants * s tor las for accur^ 
aey of dataix* Tha standard in this casa %ras tha verbatim 
record of the open court proeaadings# entitled as foXXowss 
Bacocil Qt PrnffsmdlngJi of a QxniX of Inoixix^ CoavsiMNl ix^ 
Order of Oarnmn^ttn ia Chiaf * UxxltscL fitatsA fcacific tXjsat* 

JLo iBCuirfi into iJia Circ»Mitancaji fialatlnaL to tha iaiaura 
of tha USA gttshlQ (fifi£R^2) by Worth Koraaa la^al JEorcaa 
idilch Qcfiurjcfid in tha fibaa of gap, an on 21 January idM and 
tha CuhsegtMint liNitantittn of tha VdaaaX and tha Offiaara and 
Cta«.^ 

Mso» tha author vas a Wavy public affairs officer 
at tha court for its entirety. First-hand knovXadge of tha 
event provided insight to possibls errors in news stories 
%dvich wars then tested by going to the court record. 

Contact with each of the correspondents to the court on s 



^^William a. BXsnkenburg* **liei#s Accuracy! tome 
Findings On tha Meaning Srrors" (paper for the Association 
for education in Journalism# Ssrksley# California# August# 

1969 )# p. a. 

^8th. rscord of the qpen court proceedings is 
unclassified and was Mde available to the author through 
the courtesy of the Department of the Wavy# Judge Advocate 
Oeneral# ^aaistant for Investigations# Wavy Annex# 
Washington# D. C. terssfter this docuaiant will be cited as 
Court Bacord* 



fi. 




regular basis gavs tha author an insight into thsir 
rsi^sctiva bacHgrounds as wall. 

Tho Isngth of tha varbatim racord* ovar 1800 pagas# 
and tha langith of naws stories by salactad corraspondants 
in a sasipla of nwspi^rs isaiadiataly indicated that tha 
idafitification of avary factual error* no laattar its 
signifieanca to tha iaportant alanants of tha court* was 
ispossibis* two days of tastiaony aalactad arbitrarily 
ware taatad to aaa if errors could be categorised and 
quantifiad according to 14 types of errors* ranging fror^ 
nisapalling ta miaplacad aiig>haaia* as derived by Fred C* 
Barry* Jr»* and Williasi Blankahburg.^ Objective errors 
ralstirm to wrong nsMS* titles* military commands* or in 
othsr words witnsss identification* were too faw» with the 
ssiall nuHdoer of correspondents* ta yield meaningful data. 
Bubjeetive errors relating to misplaced emphasis* omission 
of important eleteanta of testimony and procedure* and 
reporter interpretation not supported logically by the 
court dialog ware found to be more significant* The same 
general raaolta %rara achieved by evaluating tha first two^ 
thirds of all tha court coverage by two of tha correspond** 
ante* In each case* hewavar* tha quantity of errors did 

19 

Fred C* Barry* Jr** Study of Accuracy in Local 
Vawa Stories of Three Dailies* ** JOttmalism OmrXJLS:!^^ 
44t49T**490 (Autusin 1967)* Blankahburg* loci* P* 14* 
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not J^pro9(ijB«t« the figures tsbalst«»d by Berry and 
Blankenburg. 

This stay be doe in part to the aietliods by ^ich 
Berry and Blsnkehburg detemined n«ws story errors. 

Briefly# nows stories were selected and nailed to persons 
nentioned thersin with a guestioiinaire asking in general 
nduit that nowsnaker believed vas wrong in the story. This, 
the authors reportsd. sdght havs accounted fbr sone bias 
and a high inaccuracy rate.^^ 

Several other factors were also thought to bear on 
this finding# essieeially in the case of injective errors. 
Repetition of nanes# places# dates# titles and so forth was 
quite connon# as with any continuing nows story where 
sakers constantly reappear. This permitted the correspond* 
snts to correct their mistakes ths nMt day. RIso# much of 
the testimony itsslf becsms repetitious in later stages of 
proesedings. Moreover# there were only a finite number of 
facts# events and witnesses# each considerably less in 
number most probably# than in correiH^nding categoriss in 
other now^aper accuracy surveys. 

Perhaps the most important factor bearing on accur* 
acy in this news event# however# was the most effective 
process of feedback. The news copy of corrsspondents at 
ths court was critically read by court officials and public 

^JCsld.. P. 3. 
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affairs personnsl as a itattor of courss. Becaus4» of a 
eons idsr able rapport and nutuaX raspact «diich davalopad 
ovsr tbs nonth thsy had bssn working on the Busblo affair 
bsfora tbs court opsiisd* CXB psrsonnsi and correspondsnts 
could discuss with saeh other what wars bslisvsd by each to 
bs confusii »9 issuss in tha tsstinony* Often t patterns 
appsarsd in qusriss submitted to the CXB press query section 
Which suggested that soms element before the court was a 
particular problem for moat newsmen* Zn that event# formal 
press confere]w;es were scheduled quickly to air the problem* 
Ifitbout exception the CZB sent t%#o officers to remrd in 
longrhand the significant portions of each day's open and 
closed testimony* These transcriptions were prepared aa 
news releasem at noen and 5t00 p*m* after thorough editing 
by the assigned court reporters* Finally# the CZB mad# 
available to the correspondenta the first rough drafts of 
the verbatim record of open court proceedix^s 4fppro9cimately 
36 hours after tha fact# acid tig>e recordlxigs of all press 
conferences alaiost immediately after each briefing 
adjourned# to further insure the accuracy of reporting. 

This study operationalised the definition of news 
inaccuracy as a significant deviation from the verbatim 
court record. Only news reports of open court proceedings# 
at which correspondents could be present# were analysed to 
determine errors in reporting* 

Determining whether a news report's deviation from 
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thm court record wah significant was a snost difficult 

problsau Gsnsrally# ths author ks4s this dstsrsination 

solsly on his cam judgsisnt* Uowsvsr# judgnsnt was assistsd 

by ths author's rsaiwahrancs of wany srrors which %#ers notsd 

by court officials# nss^rs of ths public and sspsoially by 

ths corrsspOBdsnts at ths court vhils ths hsarings wars 

undsrway. Thus# ss Kip Coopsr latsr wrots# and often 

brought to tbs suthor's attsntiou during ths procssdingst 

SOBM of ths storiss filsd on ths Fusblo inquiry wars so 
srratic they wsrs postsd on bullstin boards by sn 
anonyaious sailor or psrhaps s nswssian*^^ 

Ivsn nors isportant to ths issus of significancs of srrors 

was Coopsr's obssrvationi 

SoM of thsss Zrsportsrji/ wsrs not qualifisd for 
unbisssd# objsctivs ri^rting of ths daily court pro** 
cssdings* This statosksnt is bnssd on ads&issions by a 
eoupXs of such raportsrs that thay had cofsa with pra-* 
convincad biasas against all Kavy "'brass*** Thay usad 
tha procaadings to substantiata those bissas# thus 
misinforadng ths public about ths court *22 

KliHOSt without sMcaption asation of an error in a 
news rspert# by a corrsspondsnt or principal lasB^r of ths 
navy's staff# was usds cm ths basis of its distortion of 
i sport ant issues bsfors ths court or tha asparant lihsli^ 
hcx>d that ths srror «#ould laislead ths public and proiftots 
siisundsr St axiding • 

Thsss sspsrisxicss and a thorough rsading of the 



^^Coopsr# SSL* sdX* 0 
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opm court rooord tkrM tlMC have ^ivan the author an 
iwii^ht into vhat orrora %fouia hav« advaraaly affaetad the 
raadar*a full under at and ix>g of the court*a aetivitiaa. 

TKarafora# for the purpoaaa of thia atudy# a 
aignif leant error or deviation haa bean operationally 
dafinad aa ona which# in tha judgaaint of tha author# 
advaraaly affected a full under at ending of tha court 
avanta# court procaduraa# and tha taatiaony of witnaaaaa. 

Significant daviationa in reporting «#ara iaolat ad 
according to tha following catagoriaa of errors Zdentifica'* 
tion of witneaai attribution of taatiaony or court 
officiala* atateoantai oniaaion of court procedura or 
taatimony aaaantiai to under at ending of an event; mia- 
quotation; headline unaupported by court event or dialog; 
over or under aophaaia of court event or dialog; reporter 
interpretation or analyaia of procaadinga unaupported by 
court event or dialog. Thaaa catagoriaa are coisparabla 
with thoaa iaolatad in tha Barry and Blankanburg atudiaa 
and ahould permit replication. 

Tha category of over or under aaphaaia waa con* 
aidarad to be aubjact to conaidarabla raaaarchar bias, two 
mathoda tiara examined to reduce biaa and iaprova raplica* 
tlotim Zn tha first method tha raaaarchar might evaluate 
tha lead of each nawa atory againat tha findings# opinions 
and rac owwa ndat Iona finally raachad by tha court. Presuming 
tha integrity of tha court# its final report ahould have 
derived from the significant alaflmnta appearing in the 
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testiJBony and from t)M vai^ht of avidanca praaantad. ilava 
laada not ralating to tha court *a findings* opinions and 
rscomendations night than ba considarcid svwpfKSt as ragards 
aaphasis* Unfortunataly* tha court nada ovar SCO findings 
of fact and randsrsd alnost as nsny opinions. Purthsmoro* 
much of ths court *s final raport darivad from tastistony 
taXan in closad sassions froo which corraspondants war a 
axcludad. h nathod suggastad by tfiXlian Blankanburg was 
found to ba nora ralisbla in tha sttanpt to discarn mis** 
plscad anphasis. Baadlinas and laads of salactad corra-* 
spondants* storias wara cospar ad to each othar to astablish 

23 

conformity or agraanant in tha corraspondants * salsction 
of ths iBOSt isportant court avsnts x dialog for aach day 
of open court proeaadings thay covarad. Daviation from tha 
majority viaw providad at laast circumstantial svidanca of 
ovar or undar aiphasis. 

Tha ralativaly small nombar of catagorias* tha 
managa«^la amount of writing and tha ganaral laval of 
profassional axcallanca of tha salactad corraspondants par** 
mittad tha author to conduct a gualitativa analysis and to 
maks both nsgativs and positivs msntion of prass pmrtormr 
anca. Tha analysis chranolegicslly followsd tha court 
haarings in ordar to dsvalop tha conplsx thamas prasant in 

^^LOttis oottsehaik* Undsrstandirxj iliatQr.y. ( 2 d ad . 7 
Haw Yorki Mfrad Knopf* 1969)* pp. 166-170. 
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proc«dur« md t««tinony and to r«l«ta davlationa to th« 
total context of tha court** activitlM* Thi* method wa* 
mora maiming foX to tha author and panaittad mora flexibXa 
aaqplaaationa of parformanca than could ba obtalnad by tha 
**atondatic coabinatioa of maaauraidola units** in tha 
quaatitativa aiathod*^^ 

Corraspondants salactad for tha study %#ara chosan 
on tha basis of savar al criteria. Tha primary considar ac- 
tion was thair ralativaXy cx^ntinuous attandanca at tha 
court f rom bagixming to and. Knothar critarion aXraady 
discussad was thair pravious axparianca in raporting 
military affairs* or thsir prasumad aacparianca with miXi^ 
tsry affairs basad upon a tour of considarabXa Xangth in 
tha military sarviea. Tha prastiga or total rasdarship of 
a corraspondant*s parant publication or news sarvica was 
also an iaiportant factor in his sslaction* 

Basad upon tha abova critaria* 12 of tha approxi^ 
mataly 30 corraspondants to ths court wars salactad. Thay 
ara as follows i 



QMTriispnndant 
Richard B. Mayar 
vrayna Thomis 
Curtis J. Bitonsr 
Julian Bartt 
Karl flaming 



MlUUtiCtfl 
Rssoeiatad Brass 
Chicago Tribuna 
CHiristian Bcianca Mcmitor 
Los hnqmlmm Timas 
mawswaak 
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Barnard Baralson* fiftatsut f.nslyais iii CflnBBunicR^ 
tiem (Glancoa* Xll.t fraa fraas* 1952)* p* 114. 
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Barnard Wainraub 



Tha Haw Vork Tinaa 



Kip Coppar 
Ji« Q* Lucaa 



San Diago Union 
Scrippa*Hoi#ard Mawa AXXianca 



Tia TyXar 



Tiiaa 



Bobart Crabba 



United Brass IntarnationaX 



Jack V. rox 



United Brass XntarnationaX 



0aor9a C* WiXson 



Washington Best 



To astabXish their previous experience in r^^rting 
aiiitary affairs* a short questionnaire was sent to each 
correspondent (sea Appendix B) • Jim G. Lucas died before 
the researcher coaXd query him i^ut his background* but 
8cripps*noward« the pubXishers of his sevaraX books* and 
other secondary sources provided necessary data* 

Jack V* Box was not in continuous attendance at the 
court* but his reputation as a correspondsnt made the 
anaXysis of his stories desirsbXe* 

Most correspondents * stories were by^Xined* How- 
ever* BB* UBZ and partiouXarXy Xiaa and Jisicasiamk reports 
often appeared without identification of the miter* The 
probXsm of attribution wae recognised and reXieved somewhat 
by concentrating on reporting of court events and spacifies 
reXating directXy to those events* Whsre attribution was 
made too diffieuXt by the nature of the story* the partic- 
uXar report waa not ineXuded in this study* 

The timaXiness of s news report was not generaXly 
considered e criticaX eXsamat in this study* For the most 
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part* corr«spond«nts* reports of an opan court sasaion 
iqppaarad in their publication the next day* The incluaiva 
data* of thia atudy, January 20th to March X5th« encosipaaa 
the publication dataa of all nawa atoriaa partinant to thia 
atudy« with tha axcaptlon of aoiaa aarly Xisaa and 
reports* Thaae* where uaad# have bean specif icaXly 
Mntionad as early reports* Furthermore* the weekly 
appearance of the news magasine reports of tha inquiry 
permitted their correspondents to develop themes more fully* 
and in eome cases more accurately* than journalists for 
dally papers* Mention of these reports is* therefore* 
qualified accordingly* 



II 



OOlfltT n^SE X - tw 9WBW*S MXSSXQS 
X3aa lij;«tJftMt3L 

Th« public had baan axpoaad to intanaa oovaraga of 
tha Puablo affair ainca tha craw* a arrival at San biago. 
fAid tha intrinsically aaiotlonal atoriaa of raunitad 
faniliaa and North Koraan tortura of tha man* thara 
i^paarad bit by bit tha coai^lax lagal procaduraa* adodnia- 
trativa dataila and nilitary traditiona which wara tha 
fouzvSation and franawork for tha Puablo Court of Inquiry* 
Tha piacamaal appaaranca of thia aiatarial can ba attributad 
to ita vary coeqplaxity^-^thara wara too many inf>ortant 
dataila for tha Navy to ralaaaa or tha corraapondaeita to 
report all at onca* 

fiowavar* thraa ccnrraapondanta at tha court mada an 
a f fort to draw all tha fragiaanta of part inant information 
to^athar in raporta which appaarad* and tharaby announcad 
tha opaning of tha court* on January 20* 

Naadlinad "Navy to <^n Inquiry Today* " Julian 
Rartt*a artiola was quita accurata and eoi^prahanaiva. Com* 
paring tha military court of Inquiry to a civilian grand 
jury* Hartt raworkad facta darivad from tha CIB lagal and 
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procedural briefings during the weeks preceding the court* 
and cited excerpts from Kavy Regulations^ and the Uniform 
Code of Military Justice (UCMJ) ^ %diieh he correctly sug* 
gested might have a bearing on the inquiry. The result was 
a cohesive* easily understood exposition which provided a 
sound basis for the reader %dx> followed the court from 

3 

beginning to end. 

The Mavy constantly stressed that the inquiry was 
not a trial but a fact-finding body. Hartt reinforced that 
point by comparing the investigation to a grand jury 
proceeding and by quoting an unidentified Mavy legal 
specialist as follows! **• . . the court * cannot punish* but 

4 

it certainly can recosMend punishswint. * * 

Calling Cosmiander Bucher the key witness* Bartt 
explained that his designation as a **party** to the investi- 
gation entitled hiai to certain rights. Of these* he cited 
the right to ettend all hearings* to cross-«ocaiftine 
witnesses* and the right to be represented by counsel. He 
also suggested an essantial* but difficult to interpret* 



Regulations . 1948* Art. 0710. 

^tfniteCB CaOa at Military Juktisa. lo use 395. 

May 5. 1950* Art. 31* hareafter cited as tlQMJ. Also con- 
tained in Minual CPurtt^Mflrfeisla JL9^ <&«vissd) * 
hereafter cited as NCM. 

Atyelea Xiws* January 20* 1969* 8ec« X* 

p. 3. 



27 



cofi 04 ^t Of the “party" procedure when he wrote, "Others of 
the 81 survivors (the Pueblo crew) • • • My be designated 
*partiM* by the court at any tiee testimony indicates they 
might possibly be subject to subsequent charges,"^ Hartt's 
suggestion was amplified by his comment that the conmaiKSer 
of a vessel or unit involved in an inquiry automatically is 
"a party. 

Nevertheless, he failed to interpret the philosophy 
behind the procedure in such a way that it could be fully 
understood. He also failed to list perhaps the most crucial 
legal right afforded a party to a military investigation, 
and tK>r that matter e witness before a grand jury. Hartt 
can be held responsible for e more lucid interpretation 
because pertinent military documents covering these matters, 
and numerous qualified legal ea^rts, were available to him 
for consultation.^ 

Taking the last point first, the crucial legal 
right which Bartt could have mentioned to improve his 
eovsrage was that part of the advisement read to a party at 
the outset of any investigation %ihich states thats 



^XtdA. 

^jDaid. 

^TK. <k>euaMinta In qtwstlon «r«t MCM. fip. ci&« • 
para. ISO. pp. 27-57; and mnaaX £ba ibiCs*. Mvocita 
ilsuuuLSl* nsnirtsant of khm navy, instruction F5800.7# 
June 2, 1861, Chapters 111 and XV. Hersafter this document 
will be cited as Maaudl* Copies of pertinent extracts 
wars made available to the reporters. 
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• • • c«ia/ rmlMtm to IncriAlnat* 

Accused or suap*ct«d of an offansa# /ha caja/ 3^ 

InforMd of tha natura of tha accuaatlon and adviaad 
that ha doaa not hava to %aha any atataftent ragarding 
tha offanaa of which ha ia aecua^ or auapactad; and 
that any atatanant nade by hi« nay ba used aa avldanca 
againat hin in a trial by courtnaartial.3 

With ragard to tha affact of daaignatioa aa a 
party* it night hava baan notfkl* nora affactivaly than 
Bartt did* thati 

Tha purpoaa and affact of daaignating an individual 
bafora a fact-finding body ia to afford him a hearing 
raapacting poaaibly advaraa inforaation concerning hia 
conduct or parfomanca of duty or relating to a natter 
over %#hich ha haa a duty or right to axarciaa official 
control*^ 

Thia concise quota contains tha assent lal philosophy 
by %dU.ch tha conmanding officer of a vaaael which la lost 
or danagad ia autoMtically designated a party to the 
aubaoquant investigation* 

Thara ia little doubt that a clear undaratanding of 
thaaa lagal concepts was assantial in order to cosiprahand 
the actions of tha court of inquiry* Hartt'a laudable 
attaapt to prcMta thia understanding is especial ly nota- 
%forthy and far excaadad tha efforts of his fellow corre- 
spondents on January 20* 

Oaorga Wilson preferred to deal In interpretation 
in his article* entitled *Tha l^uablo Znquiryi ^11 Sides hrm 



^Jl2£k nanasl* osl* fiit** pp* 3-3* 
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H« b#gaa with th« aasily laiauni^r stood stats* 
Mnt# skippsr* his ship* his ssrvics • • • all go on 
p^Iio ’trial* today • • « X>atar in tho articls* Wilson 
addad nuch naadad* hut still insufficiant* anplifieation to 
his initial cosnanti 

Mo Mttar what hmppnnm during tha Puablo court of 
inquiry* nona of tha participants can aaarga whola* 
Suchar will ba stainad in tha ayas of a sarvica not 
kxKPwn for forgiva and forgat. « • • Tha Puablo will go 
down as a ship not aquippad for its job. • • • Tha Mavy 
• • » will go down as allowing a tactical situation to 
gat out of hand to ascalata into an intarnational 
incidant.^^ 

Mot until ona raad through to tha junp paga Whara 
his first*paga article was continuad did tha raadar find 
Wilson’s coenaant which distinguished tha inquiry clearly 
froo an adversary procaadingt "The court is sisply a fact* 
finding body. Xt can build a case for a court*nartial but 
cannot bring such proeaadings itself. This was ths 
point west often stressed by Mavy officials about tha 
nature of tha forthcoming inquiry. Although Wilson had 
strasssd this point in soma aarliar art Idas* tha fact that 
tha court was not a trial should have appeared in tha same 
paragraph %rith his initial cossMnt to preclude any mis* 
interpretation of his stataiRant. 

IfMehincton January 20* 1969* Sac. I* 

p. 1. 
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Wilson sppsjurs^ to hsvs difficulty with anothsr 
ia|>ortsnt issue hefors the court in his enelysis of the 
code of conduct snd its S|^Iiostion to the Fueblo men* 
Mentioning that the Mavy*s Judge i^dvocate General (J^) had 
ruled the Pueblo crewMa Mre "illegal detainees" rather 
than prisoners of war (POWs) • he said# "This fl^arently 
asaas thsre is no intsntion to court neartial any of ths wmn 
for their confessions" (uttered and signed while in Worth 
Korea) 

Nowever# in explanatory couMsents about the Navy JhG 

ruling# Captain wewssM said only# "The code of conduct 

15 

does not ivply to the Pueblo crew#" and# even mcure to the 
point# Wavy legal specialist Captain Gale B. Xrouse 
eoMsnted to ths prsss# "The code is a creed# a guideline# 
as distinct from a legal statuta* It was never flUkyone*s 
Intent that the code of conduct be used ss s basis for 
punishment Prom these oonments# the iaplicstion 
logically follows that# aven if the code had been ipplied 
to the Pueblo crew (and Wavy JAG later during the court so 
ordered) • it could not properly be used as a legal statute 



15 

Opinion expressed by Ciptain William R» Wewsome# 
JMC# U8W# in a press conference at the U# P* Kaval 
Amphibious Base# Coronado# California# January 13# 1P69# 

^^Oplnlon expresssd by Captain Gale 1C. Krouse# 

JLfiC* jcUl* 
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und«r which mmato mrm of tho crow could brought to court* 
partial • Zf tho court had da awad tha confaaaiono of tha 
craw to ba in violation of lailitary law# they would have 
bean charged under tha UCMJ# a aituation which could have 
occurred without aciplication of the coda of c<»iduct« 

Finally# Wilaon did not addraaa hiaaalf to the 
difficult legal philoaophy and procaduraa mm did Julian 
Hartt# although ha did cite the content of Article 0730 of 
Mavy under which huchar was eventually charged 

by tha court* 

Barnard Wainraub also dealt with tha coda of 
conduct in hia January 20 atory# and did ao by coramanting 
Ofi both aidaa of tha iaaua* Ha paraphrased tha belief of 
"aavaral lawyers* that ths coda was totally applic«^ls to 
the FUf^lo nan who "confessed* to espionage while held by 
tha north Koreans* Ha contrasted tha position with "other 
lawyers* who believed the powers of the code were limited 
end not legally binding* Finally# he quoted the opinions 
of Ci^tsin Krouse already aentioned*^^ This treatment 
afforded ths rssdsr the best opportunity to fom His own 
opinion based upon Weinrsub*s balanced presentation of the 

IS 

contrasting views* 

zvo other elasants in the code of conduct centro* 
versy were distinguished in s Xias essay* ifhile the Xiam 

^^Opifkion of Cfl^tain Gale B* Krouse# lac* six* 

HHK TlMMi January 20# 1969# See* I# 

p* 9* 
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report appeared at the end of the first week of hearings* * 

hence was at nn advantage ever news reports filctd XO days 

earlier* novertheXess it drew upon facts estabXished Xong 

before the court opened* First* it pointed out sozae 

Defense officials* axgusient that a FOW shouXd be given 

authority to make confessions not deaXing with eXassified 

infomiation nor injurious to feXXow prisoners because such 

a Ml X*F^ incised officiaX poXicy would drain confessions 

of any real significance* and permit the VOtfH sane flexibiX-* 

ity in deaXing with his captors* Second* the TtWMl essay 

conpared this recosineiidation to the similar action taken by 

the United States when it signed a north Korean propaganda 

docment* %diich the United States previously denounced as 

false* thereby "confessing* that the FuebXo was insida 

north Korean waters* in order to secure the release of the 
19 

crew* These two widely known arguments supported those 
Who were in fav^ of a relaxation of the stoical demands on 
scars made by the existing code* and deserved mention in any 
in*^epth news report of the controversy over the applies 
ability of the code to the Suable* a situation* 

20 

TM..Xiret,.D,fty 

Coverage of the actual proceedings at the court *s 



19 

*fim^ Essay t "Kew Coepassion For the Sr isoner of 
War*" Time, JanuajTy 31* 1969* pp. 16-17. 

^^References to the nunbered day of each court 
session correspond to the <?ourt keCfiSd* 
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first ssssion concantrstsd on Bush«r*s tsstlnony that his 
rs^juests of ths ftfsvy for systsm to in^rove the Pueblo's 
ability to destroy secret equipnient* to conmunicata 
internally# and to defend itself fron enaiay attack were 
generally not granted. None of the correspondents reporting 
the first day*s proceedings Mentioned the nost significant 
court's advisement to Cconander Bucher regarding his legal 
rights as a party to the investigation# and in particular 
the possibility that at some point in the proceedings he 
might beccM suspected of a violation of the UCNJ. This 
was an omission of sssential court procedure which# if 
report:ed# would hsve helped the reader to understand one of 
ths primary purposes of the Pueblo Court of Xnquiry**-*to 
determine if any evidence before the court revealed a 
possible violation of military law.^^ 

Barnard Weinragb# making no significant errors in 
his r^>ort# correctly predicted perhaps the t%#o most impor** 
tant findings of the court regarding Bucher's actions in 
conmanding the Pueblos 

COBsiander Bucher's failure or inability to destroy 
secret equipsMint on his ship is expected to be a key 
issue at the Court of Inquiry. « • • The fact that the 
North Koreans boarding the ship ysre not repulsed is 
also expected to be a key issue. 

Julian liartt's reference to Bucher's testimony was 

Manual . Chaptsr XV# pp. 4-*l tO 4-6. 

ItaK XOCk ’*‘^'~** - Jaauary 21< 1969> BrnCm I, 
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in MTror in Bnebar had racoMMndad aitbar 

20-mil lifoatar or 40-milIiiaatar guna be i natal led on 

23 24 

Pueblo* not *20aai or 3Q«n wapona** aa Hartt reported**^ 

^lao# Bucher *a operational coanander for the Pueblo'a 

miaaion* %ihoa he frequently mentioned in firat^ay teati- 

mony* maa Rear Admiral Fr«fik h. Johnaon* Bartt erroaeooaly 

identified thia central figure in the inveatigation aa a 

Vic* 

On the day of the attack* Richer teatified* the 

• 50-ealiber guna finally inatalled on Pueblo could not have 
been brought into play mgalnat the north iCoreana very 
quickly because their protective canvaa covers ware heavily 
coated with ice which formed in the frigid atmosphere of 
the northern Sea of Japan. He did not say* aa Hartt 
raportad* *• • • the canvas covers wars so heavy with ice 

27 

• • • the crew couldn't get them off anyhow. ** The issue 
was iaportant to the determination of why the Pueblo had 
not been defended %fhea attacked. 

Bucher also teatified about what he thought might 
be difficulties in establishing a comiiianicationa link with 

Raostcd* vol. 1* p. 3d. 

XLmu* January 21* 1969* Sec. X* 

p. 22. 

^®CoaEt vol. 1. p. 40. 

Tim*. Jmuwy 21. 1969. isc. 
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Japan once the Pueblo was on the mission. As Hartt 

reported, Bucher said the difficulty was in getting someone 

in Japan to accept radio transmissions from the Pueblo# 

that he discussed it in briefings before the mission# and 

that it had not been resolved to his satisfaction at that 

time. But# Bucher did not establish in his testimony that 

the difficulty was in the chain of command. However# Hartt 

incorrectly interpreted from Bucher's comments that# "There 

was the beginning of an ia^>lication of confusion in the 
29 

chain of command." 

It should be noted# however# that Bucher's testi-* 
mony in this area was somewhat vague# owing to the 
classified nature of Maval communications equipment and the 
commands concerned. As Captain Hewsome stipulated# this 
was the reason he directed Bucher not to continue his 
testimony about the Pueblo's communications difficulties. 
Hartt should have noted this fact when he reported i "But 
Capt. William R. Newsome# USN# the court's counsel who 
guides the testimony# quickly shut off that line."^^ With- 
out mentioning exactly why testimony was stopped# Hartt 's 
report left the reader with the possible is^ression that 
testimony was "shut off" because it might be anbarrassing 

^^ Court Record . Vol. 1# p. 46. 

29 

XfiJI Angeles Times . January 21# 1969# Sec. I# 
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to thm navy* 

Xa a coo^rahanaiva raport of tha first day's 

procaadiAgs# Gaorga Wilson raportad all tha Min points of 

Buchar's tastiaony and highlightad Buchar's inability to 

acwuira a das trust systM for tha Fuablo. Wilson sought to 

balanca tha concantration on Buchar's taatiinony vith a 

coBMAt about tha court's probabla raaction to tha alaost 

unintarruptad sonologua. To do mo, Wilson isolatad ona of 

captain HawsoM's quastions of Buchar as folloarst 

At ona point • • • ItawsoM* tha Bavy laayar sarving as 
oounsal for tha court • • • pointed to ini^paction 
reports in vhich Buchar had said tha Pual>lo was raady 
to parfom har aission. Tha axchanga was light* with 
no flavor of prosacutor vs* dafendant* But his /sic/ 
may ba tha way ona of tha issues develops* with tha 
Havy using Buchar *s past i#ords to dafand tha condition 
of tha ship it gave him to coenand.^l 

Wilson's intarpr station of WMSona'a question and 
tha possible raaaoning behind it mmkmm tha unwarranted 
asauaiption that tha court* through lla%#soiaa* was attempting 
to *dafand" tha condition of tha ship* It might more 
logically ba presumed that tha court oounsal sought to 
elicit Bucher's rsasoning in signing inspection reports* 
tha content of which atamad to contradict his testimony* 

Kip Cooper* reporting in tha San Bing o l3 ^ion as its 
military affairs editor* wrote tha moat eomplata account of 
tha proeaadinga of January 20* touching on every major itam 
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which Bucher# the only witness for the dsy« raised in his 
tssti»ony. The only significant error he coisBittfid was 
siAilar to the iiis<|uotation made by Julian Bartt about the 
severity of the icing conditions on the gun covers. Cooper 
Bistakenly said of Bucher *s testimony that he claimed the 

guns became caked over with ice and their canvas covers 

32 

frose to them making them unuseable. 

Richard Meyer# the Associated Press reporter# 

incorrectly wrote that Commander Bucher epoke of not having 

enough *h#eighted paper bags** in which to sink secret docu-* 

33 

ments when the Pueblo was attacked. In fact# these bags 
were canvas# and Bucher spoke of their being groiaaetted to 
admit water quickly.^ 

Later in the same article the AP reported# **• • . 
the Mavy ordered two SO^caliber guns for the Pueblo. These# 
he /Bucher/ said# %#ould have been too heavy and he recom* 
mended 20*nmB. or 40 me.** ifhat Bucher said was that# as a 
result of the Israeli attack on the WB Liberty in 1967# 
the office of the Chief of Naval Operations CCND) had 
ordered **3-ijich-50e" be installed on email# independently 

32 

&aa Diege Unjon ^ January 21# 1969# Bee. X# p. 1. 

^^hlWaphiB CgBBWtrciBi January 21# 1969# 

Sec. X# p. 1. 

B ^ord , Vol. 1# p. 58. 
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operating v«aaala« Thasa guns* firing a thraa-*inch shall 

through a barral SO tioMMi tha langth of tha shall# %rould 

hava baan too haavy for tha Fuablo to carry on bar 830**ton 

36 

hull# all of vhich Buchar axplainad to tha court* 

aiai Liicas asad his drsMtio colunnist's styla to 
report tha first day's procaadixigs* Short# quick commnts 
gave saaning to tha haadlina# **Ordaal*s Mot Over For Fu<^lo 
Crav***^^ Ha wrote that Buchar told of ^svallowing his 

33 

adsgivings %rhan ordered to arsi his nonconbatant vassal*** 
Bathar# Buchar had variously said of tha CMO decision to 
arm tha Fuablot 

* * * X personally encouraged it* * • « Tha way I felt# 
and tha way X discussed it in ay wardroom and withu ^ 
othar people %#ho X had talked to in the shipyard 
thought it %rould only draw attention to us* * * • My 
rsply to thM was that the CMO in hie capacity as tha 
senior officer in the Mavy had decided that it was 
nscessary * * * and X felt# X was in coaplete agreement 
and supported hie feelings because he knows a lot more 
about this type thing than X do* hnd X supported the 
idea of arming the ship • * • from the very beginning# 
as soon as X found out where the direction had come 
from* X never questioned it at ai^ time*^^ 

His paraphrase of this difficult-to**interpret 

statement was an oversimplification of Buchar 's testimony* 

Bccurecy would have been served better by a diract or 

indirect quote* 



36 , 



BiCOed# Vol. 1# p* 39* 
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Xax:m also ksyad on certain of ltaa#soM*s questions 
in a way %#hich effectively showed the court’s attention to 
the problM of the Pueblo’s readiness for her mimmion to 
the reader t 

Many of the court’s questions obviously were asked toz 
a purposei Had he held repel boarders* drills? He had 
but not often. Bad he trainiid his loen to scuttle ship? 
Again be had but not frequently.^ 

Lucas apparently believed tlie reader could deter** 

sine for hisself what was the puacpose of the court# because 

he did not asplify on hia oossent in this short article. 

Other errors were cossitted by the correspondents 

in their coverage of the first day of tim court, irhese 

wsra considered by the author to be insignificant in that 

they did not bar a cosplete understanding of particular 

facts in svidencs# or of the first day taken as a Whols. 

For instance# one correspondent mistakenly said Bucher had 

testified he reconnended **gun tubes** be installed on the 

deck of the Fueblo. Rather# Bucher said he had recowmended 

’’gun tubs* be installed. These# incidentally# are heavy 

steel plates which are welded to the deck and encircle the 

41 

gun aount to provide soomi protection for tlie gun crew. 

The ff.scoi¥^ Hay 

CoflOBander Bucher continued hia uninterrupted 
ao 

Bflgiiy, Mouatain Jtaw#. lac« 

.tocy In th. Tribuna l <7»nu4iry 21> 

19B9« Bee. X# p. 1« 
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t^atlJMO&y on January 21 0 coiiciintratiiig on avanta occurring 
aftar tba FuabXo had bagun bar miaaion in tha %iatar 
aurrounding North Koraa« By tha and of tha court day ha 
had raachad tha final hactic mausmta juat bafora hia 
attackara boardad tha ahip* 

Jim Lucaa waa incorract in hia intarpratation of 
Bucher* a taatiaony ragarding two civilian ocaanogrJ^;>hara 
who %#ara wawteora of tha Buablo*a craw. Tha Bcrippa**Hcward 
corraapondant reported of Bucher « **7ha atory ha told waa of 

• • • a ahip which purpoaaly coacaalad ita real miaaion 

• • •** Though that such waa correct# Lucaa then wrote in 
paranthaaea* "Bucher ordered *covar* oceanographic opara^* 
tiona bagun only after ha waa detected • • 

Bowavar# Bucher taatifiad that tha oceanographara 
wara aboard to fulfill a bona--fida eiaaion in addition to 
tha ahip* a primary miaaion* and that tha Buablo atoppad at 
numaroua pointa to permit them to taka aamplaa of tha aaa 
water and bottoms 

Tha normal routine during tha day while on atation • • • 
waa to accMszftOdata tha oceanographara aa much aa 
poaaibla* Twanty atationa had bean dallnaatad • • • 
that they %#ould like to obtain varioua oceanography 
data from* • • • X attasaptad# and waa auccaamful in 
making thaaa • • • pointa and allowing /then}/ to 
collect their data • • 

SXSMk gclmltBI# January 22# 1969, Sac. X# 
Becord# voi. 1 # p. 67. 
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Pr«9un4bly« Lucas darivad his faulty intarpratation 
from Buchar'a additional cammnt that ha Mvar allowd tha 
ocaano^riq^hic taata to intarfara with tha aiilitary miaaion 
ot tlM fvtmhlo,** 

Tha raport hy Richard Hayar o»ittad Buchar*a 
daaial of aach of tha intruaiona into thair watara allagad 
by tha Sorth Koraana. To aatabliah what waa alraady 
CO— only acoaptad# Captain IMwaom aakad Buchar* of aach of 
tha 17 separata intrusions alla^ad# whatliar on that data, 
at that tiMf and in that place a particular entry into 
north Korean territorial waters had b—n committed by tha 
Fuablo. TO aach qsaation. he anawarad. **ilo Sir* it did 

Bacauaa tha court want to such langtha to inaura 
tha racord showed no intruaiona had occurred* it must be 
CO— idarad that tha dialogue waa relevant enough to be at 
least mentioned in a raport of tha day* a events • 

Jack Worn of tha reported* of Buchar*a testimony 
about sanding radio maaaagaa to his superiors notifying 
them of Pueblo* a situation* thatt **« • • ha had flashed a 
radio alara that should have gone to tha top military 
coamand and to tha White House** This cosmont came irnttadi** 
atsly after Pox*s statamant about tha incident that* *Thara 

*^CawBanM*aIU> B*£&££&£ (Fon<S au Lac). January 32. 
1*69, Sac. I. p. 1. 

**COUXL fiMBOCd.. Vol. 1. p. 63. 
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no h«lp in sight* ** Fox's uss of ths vsrb tsnss 
"should havs gcma" ineorractXy suggasts tha mssaga did not 
ranch its nuXtipIa da stinat ions* whiXa tha tastinony Mda 
cXaar that it did* 

Barnard Hainraub's thorough artieXa containad Ofsa 

significant misquotation* Buchar tastifiad that after 

baimg wound ad by liorth Koraan gunfire ha rasumad controX of 

48 

tha ship within "five seconds* " but Wainraub reported 

Buchar aa saying# "X maintained controX of tha ship within 

five eimitas after it happened* Time aXenants ware 

criticaX throughout tha day's tastiiaony# and a ship not 

under command for a period as Xong as five minutes whiXa 

under attack ia aXa«>st inconceivable* 

George Wilson reported Bucher's testimony that ha 

considered trying to scuttle tha ship but decided not to 

because# even if it had sank# the Horth Koreans might be 

hbXe to use divers te retrieve secret equipment on board 

50 

since the depth of the water was only 160 feet* Having 
referred to this part of the testimony# Wilson also should 

^^JSsJaOBha MmtL* January 22# 1969# Sec* X# p* 2* 
BegQrd . Vol* 1# p* 102* 

^ ^The JiaSL york Time . January 32# 1969# Sec* X# 

p* 1* 

Xhm MashingJUXi £Oftt# January 22# 1969# Sec* X# 
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hav« r^ix>rt«d that court Ra«r AdUciral Bdiirard 1« 

GriM challan^od Buchar*s raaaoning by asking him What 
would havs prsvsnted th# United States from salveging the 
Foeblo if it was in international waters as he had 

although Wilson did not mention Bucher *s denial of 
the 17 intrusions in his article# the reproduced the 

Mavy*s chart of the Bueblo*s route through the Sea of Japan 
that had been prepared for the prees by the CXB. The 
reproduction and the acconpai^lng story# **Course of Pueblo 
is Mi^pped# no doubt by Wilson# make it clear the alleged 
intrusions never occurred. 



Two stories of the significant court events of 
January 22# 1969# i^peared in 2ha Washington tost- The 
first of these carried the laore prominent headline# was by** 
lined *By a Washington Post Staff Writer#** and was data** 

lined **00»0lf^# Calif The second story# by 

George Wilson# was labeled **Wsws analysis** appeared# 
just beneath the main story# in the ninth column. Wilson 
also %#rote ths main story. The placement of the stories 

^ ^Court BecsuEUi# vol. 1# p. 104. 

^^The jeost* JLac. aix-» p. ai3. 

WSShlTIgtnn t33St# January 22# 1969# Sec. Z« 

p. 1# Col. 9. 
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ADd th« proKainancA of th« haadliMS is in^rtant because of 

the error in the first headline* 

It read# "Suchcr Is 7oId He Faces Trial in Ship 

Seisurs** But in fact* the follcs^ing events took place* 

Just after Bucher reached the point in his testiistony where 

ths north Koreans were permitted to cotse aboard the FuebXo# 

Captain Ikewaome halted the session for a brief racesa* 

during which* prosumably* he infon»ed Pueblo *s coRis^anding 

officer that he waa atx>ut to be placed under auapicion by 

the court for a violation of military Ima. Following the 

recess* Captain Bewsorae made the following coGmantt 

Cosnander Bucher* it is my duty to apprise you of the 
fact* that the facta revealed in this Court of Inquiry* 
renders you to be a suspect of a violation of the 
United States Haval Ragulations Article 0730* whic^ 
reads* *the Connanding Officer shall not submit his 
coramand to be searched by any person representing a 
foreign state t will not pernit any of the personnel 
uz3der his cocm&and to be removed from his command by 
such persons so long as he has the power to resist*** 

You ars furthsr advised that having been so infonsed 
of that offsnss you do not havs to ma3ce any stateisent 
with respect to it* any atatexoent that you make 

with respect to it thereafter be used as evidence 
sgainst you in a aiibsequent trial *^^ 

Unlike the headline* the warning did not categor** 

ically state that Commander Bucher would without question 

bs triad because of the court*s contention that he had 

violated regulations* There waa as^ple opportunity to learn* 

from preBB conferences and by talking to counsel tor the 

court* that the court was <mly ems»owersd as a fact**finding 
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Court Eecord* vol* l* p* ISO. 
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body to d«t«rmine vhat hai^nod and to racoMBiand further 
action, if any. 

Fartunataly# tha haadlina did not agree with 
lfilaon*a lead paragraj^ which said, *0»dr. LXoyd M. bucher 
of the Pueblo was told by a naval court of inquiry today 
that he say be cottrt*-martialed for allowing north Koreana 
to board hia ahi^.*^^ Obvioualy, the word ‘^oay** waa 
eaaeatial to under at ending the event becauae the deciaion 
to bring Comander Bucher to court-martial reated with the 
Baval authority who convened the court, the Comnander^iiv- 
Chief of the Pacific Fleet, not with the court. Purther- 
oore, that deciaion could not be rendered until the court 
had coapleted it a inquiry and forwarded the Inveatigation 
to the convening authority. 

Later in the atory, however, WiXaon cong>oanded the 

error of the headline by %rritingt 

Until today, Bucher had only been a **party** to the 
court proceed inga. Hia teatiaony waa deaigned to help 
the court get the full facta* not to eathbliah chargea 
againat Bucher or anyone elae. . 

Thia atateMnt waa an overalrplification of the 
effect of deaignation aa a party, for auch deaignation at 
the outset of an inveatigation warns the individual that 
the fact-finding body is already aware that adverse infor- 
mation coxKserning hia conduct or performance of duty may 
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57 

result £rom the inquiry. Wilson *s statemnt was also in 

error because it implied by use of the phrase **Until today** 
that# after the warning to Bucher# the court would atten^t 
to further establish the charge against him. Rather, the 
court# fron beginning to end# was primarily concerned with 
learning all the facts as %fell as determining if those 
facts suggested some person or persons were at fault. 

■evarthalaaa# Wilaon# atill in error# continuedt 
**Tha character of this proceedii^ ... has therefore 
changed# even though it is still technically an 'inquiry* 
rather than a 'trial. Hia ia^lication that Bucher was 

now on trial is evident# and of course incorrect. 

Wileon'a second article wae headlined# **A Skipper 
Takes On 'Tha System. "*^ Leading with first chapter of 
one of the many books coming out of the Pueblo Inquiry 
might be called Bucher va. U. 8. Bavy or Boys Town va. 
Rnnapolia# * Wilaon charactariaed Bucher as **. . . 'the 
mustang* ... taking on the 'syst<ns. "* 

Bucher was raised as an orphan at Boys Town# Webraa** 
ka# and the court mwibers were Annapolis graduatee# thus 
accounting for Wilson's interpretive comment. Ilcwever# the 

MaouAl. aa. cit. . p. 3>3. 

Ch*pt.r IV. 

£o#Lt. loc. aij;,.. p. 1. col. 9. 
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point of contrast « high- school- Jl«v«X orphanags and 

s colXsgs-lsvsl Military mcMdmmy is s vagus otim at hast* 

Os might mors accuratsly havs contrastsd ths ^jdmirals* alma 
matsr# ths Maval Acadsmy# and Buchsr*s alma matsr* ths 
Univsrsity of Bsbraska.^^ 

Also# whils it may bs a point of conjscturs# Buchsr 
was not# strictly dsfinsd# a **mustang.*' In Naval parlancs# 
ths "mustang** is# as Wilson statss# "• • • an officer who 
moves up from ths ranks# " In other words# a "mustang" is 
an officsr who rscsivsd a dirsct coassission whils serving 
as an sniistsd man# But# Bucher rscsivsd his commission 
through ths Rsssrvs Officsr Training Corps program after 
leaving the enlisted Naval service# and after receiving a 
baccalaureate degree from the University of Nebraska —an 
evolution of events which corresponds to ths pattsrn 
followsd by many officers in the armed services# 

Later in his "analysis* Wilson referred to the 
"glittering admirals " preparing a "strategy for ths 
counterattack" on Bucher* a first-day testimony describing 
ths poor materiel condition of ths Pueblo and ths cutback 
in funds for its conversion to an Intslligancs-collection 
vaaasl# Wilson illustrated this alleged "counterattack" 

^^Lloyd M# Bucher# Sfory (New Yorkt Doubleday# 
1970)# pp# 273-276# 
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with accurat* indirect quotas of the court *s questions to 
Bucher* cosnentingf "The sdisilraXs %#ere clubbing Bucher with 
the c^ioes weapon**. • •** 

Oddly enough* the weapon to which Wilson referred 
is a naval tradition that* despite his negative use of it 
in the context of the article* could not be reduced in its 
ijqportaiiee to Bucher’s situation. Wilson concisely stated 
itt 

... the centaries*old understanding that the captain* 
and nobody else* is in charge of his ship. Zf Bucher 
as captain did not think his ship was up to her 
Hiss ion* then he should not have taken her out. 

Wilson next referred to the proceedings in general 
as a "gentlenanly inquisition" where* "The stiletto flashes 
oat from the dark blue row of admirals* coats • • . only 
occasionally. ** and conclud€»d the factual part of his story 
by recalling court questions challenging Bucher’s testimony 
from previous sessions. 

Despite the fact that the story was labeled "Bews 
Analysis*" that qualification could not cloak editorialising 
and reasoning iqpparently flavored by personal opinion and 
eatotion* Which seemed to do little to aid the reader’s clear 
understanding of the day’s events. One could* however* see 
Wilson’s attempt to speak to the relationship between the 
"system* or organisation** the llavy**and the man**Bucher. 
Certaiiay* one of the major issues never resolved by the 
court was where Bucher’s responsibility for the incident 
ended* and the Kavy’e responsibility for the incident began. 
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Onm could applaud an analytical nam report Which dealt 
forthrightly with this iasue and logically criticised the 
affair. In my opinion* Wilson failed to achieve this point 
in his article. 

By contrast# the coverage by Lucas was without 
error and far more balanced in its approach. Headlined 
"Talkative Bucher Appears Beaded for Court Martial# " his 
article dealt with the changing atuRosphere of the court as 
follows I 

At ths outset# the court was outwardly friendly# the 
five admirals aJUnost fatherly in their manner toward 
Bucher# the court* a attorney a helpful friend. But the 
atsK>sphere has gradually changed# the court's questions 
becosMi sharper. Then yesterday came the sharpest blew 
of sll. 

Again by contrast# the ChiCiqo ZacibUM# using the 
report by Jack Fox of UPZ# headlined in a banner head# 

**lfavy Warns Pueblo Chief# Comdr. Bucher Told He Hay Go On 
Trial#* and# "Ship's Skipper Advised of Eis Rights. 
fox's srticls# a straightforward report of the events of 
ths day# did not deal with the apparent mood of the court. 

Bernard Weinreub's article# under the headline# 

**Bavy Court Futs Bucher Under Suspicion# most effectively 
used e disclaimer to the inherently sensational warning to 
Bucher# as follcwst 
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V«vy l« 9 al offic^irs «ii^h«aised that the court of 
inquiry remained a fact^^findinq panel that could not 
proo€icate hut could recomend that court'*eartial action 
againat Comander Bucher be started. **What this mans.* 
one legal officer said, "is that they have heard enough 
evidence to be convinced that Bucher is suspected of 
violating Navy regulations. They have to tell him that 
he is under suspicion. He has to be warned under the 
rules of the Navy I>epartmnt*s Judga Advocate 
General. 

Within 48 hours of the warning to Bucher the court 
was deluged with approximately 400 letters and telegram 
from members of the public outraged over what they believed 
was mistreatment of the comander by the court, and an 
obvious attempt to make him a scapegoat for the Navy's 
shortcomings in the Pueblo incident. Probably no amount 
of dispassionate, accurate reporting would have diapelled 
the emotional reaction to the warning given Bucher. 

It can also be said, on the basis of the foregoing 

analysis of coverage of the court up to and including the 

warning, that the press was probably not as much to blame 

68 

for the negative public reaction as many suspected. 

Those correspondents in this study whose 
January 23rd reports were not mentioned were factually 
accurate in their coverage of the events of January 22. 
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of th. pi.c«. of mail and t.lagram. to 
the court, while highly speculative, ran to about 400. 
Similarly, the CIS received numerous angry telephone calls, 
some of %diich the author answered. 

Kip Cooper, loc . cJj;. 
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ThM« uisMintioruid reports Invariably haadlinad tba warning 
to Buchar# indisputably tha nost iaf)ortant avant of tha 
day’s procaadings* and raportad tha court action corractly 
without undua motional ovartona or aditorialisation* 

Buchar continued his unintarruptad tastimony on 
January 23« ralating* for tha most part* tha arrival of tha 
Ftt^lo at tha Borth Korean port of Bonsan and tha subss'* 
^uant frantic efforts of his captors* through frequent 
threats and brutal torture mthods* to extract an early 
confession to espionage from him* 

Tha events of tha preceding day s ee me d to have a 
cathartic effect on tha correspondents as evidenced by 
their attention to detail and to the develoi^iiant in print 
of the emotion which Buehar displayed and expressed as he 
described his feelings about trying to commit suicide 
rather than submit to the pressure his eigptors ig>plied on 
his mind end body. 

Borne* such as Jim Lucas* howevsr* seemed to inadver 
tently inject their own emotional reactions to Bucher’s 
testimony into thsir reports. 

Lucas reported* *• • • Bucher has unfolded s story 
of his captivity so gruesoms that even his chief Inquisitor 
s vice admiral (^iBairal Bo«#en* president of the court) * 
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69 

bXanch#d and asKad that ha *omit macabra dataila**** 

BoMa navat uaad tha vrord nacabra* according to tha Caart 
Aaocuol* Howavar# ha did aay# of Buchar'a quaationing 
whathar ha should discuss in opan court tha wounds of his 
MO# "Unlass it sarvas sona usaful point X would omit sc«a 
of tho 

yiw fifth Pay Through tiwi 
Eiahth cay 

for tha raauiindar of tha first and aarly part of 
tha sacofid waak* tha court convanad in closad sassions 
which tha corraspondants wara not parmittad to attand. 

During this par iod tha court haard tastia&ony on class if iad 
aattars frost Cosaandar Buehar# his imadiata oparational 
connandar* Raar Msdral Frank X#« Johnaon, and w wn aba ra of 
the ad»iral*s staff in Ja^an at tha tim of tha Puablo 
incidanto 

Am liost of tha praas raportad, tha CIB producad 
unclasaifiad raporta of tha taatinony takan in closed 
sassions and distributad tham to tha prass aa soon after 
tha procaadings as was practicabla**-*usually within a few 
hours of tha court* a adjournnant. 

Also during this pariod* tha CZB bagan to naka 
availabla to tha prasa upon raquast tha first written drafts 

^^NiSBphlt Press teiaaltBr# January 24« 196B« Sac. X« 
Befiacd# voi. l* p. 1S2. 
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of is«vy court r^)ort«rs* voico tranocriptions of tho open 
court seasiofie. This procedure continued without interrupt 
tim until the court eloaed* Hcwever* aiidway through the 
court* the Vavy tightened the restrictions on the press use 
of the verbstie record because it was believed the newsaien 
were doing more than had been intended by the llavy~they 
were taking voluninous verbatie notes froai the record 
r ether than just checking the accuracy of their peet* 
present and future reports. Thereafter* newasien were per-* 
mitted to see the CZB copy of the record only in the 
presence of s C2B official* for brief periods of tiioe* and 
were not permitted to take extensive quotatione out of the 
record. 

The Inpact of public reaction displayed in hundreds 
of letters end tslsgrans to CoaMawSer Bucher after the 
court placed him under suspicion caused him to direct his 
civilian attorney* S. Miles Harvey* to hold a press eonfer** 
sncs on January 27* 1969. Previously* Bucher and Harvey 
had notified the press they would aske ne fomyiLl comnents 
pending coaipletion of the inquiry. 

kt the suddexily called conference* Harvey* using 
Bucher *s words he said. contMmted that the coamander desired 

^^Kavy legal authorities in Washington* D. C.* 
presuBably froa reading and listening to news reports* 
apparently concluded that libertiee %Nire being taken with 
the record and directed that the CXB tighten ite control of 
the record. 
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to thm AmtIcm public that ha was racaiving 

"aninantly fair" traataiant by tha Havy court of inquiry. 
Buchar* ha said* wanted to counteract What ha ballavad waa 
tha *ovarraaction** of people to hie being declared a 
suapect of violating naval ragulationa.^^ 

Tha Second ¥eak 



The Binth Pay 

The court raaunad open aaaaiona on January 29« a 
fact which BK^at of the eorraapondanta had boen anticipating 
in their raporta for two daya because the »oat notable 
closad*^court witness « Rear Adaiiral Johnson* was scheduled 
to 9^p%mr in the first open session of the second %Ntek of 
hearings. 

Julian Kartt*s anticipatory rsf>ort of the 29th of 
January reiterated Bucher *s testimny regarding Johnson*s 
orders about using tKs fifty-*caliber guns on the Pueblo in 
the event of confrontation with a foreign force. Ha incor- 
rectly parig>hrasad Bucher as saying i **Buchar has testified 
that Johnson teld him not to uncover his machine guns 

in defense of the Pueblo. However* Bucher testified* 
"One of the precautions and one of the last things Admiral 

conference was widely reported In newspapers 
of the 23th of January. 

An geles January 29* 1969* Sec. Z* 

p. 16. 
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Johnson said to bmi • • • was that X should in no way 
uncovar thosa guns uniass it was absolutaXy nacassary • • • 
^thay/ %#ara to ba usad in tha avant all alsa failad in 
axtracting oursalf from a harassmant situation* 

Kip Coopar^s raport of tha procaadings of 
January 29 was a thorough sumary of most of tha major araas 
into which tastinony had dalvad* as wars all of his raports 
of opan sassions throughout tha inquiry* Using nuaarous 
diract quotas# Coopar ralatad Johnson *s tastinony and tha 
court *s quastions about his planning for# but inability to# 
provida assistanca for tha 9uabIo on tha day sha was 
saisad* 



Kotaworthy in Coopar *s raport was his covaraga of 
tastimony by Cosaiandar Charlas R* Clark who had fomarly 
baan tha coanandar of tha Pu<d5lo*s sistar ship# tha 
iSiSL Rannar . Coopar chosa parts of that tastimony which put 
Buehar*s pravious tastinony about tha suitability of tha 
Fuablo into a parspactiva not praviously availabXa* 

Coopar raportadi 

Clark * * * told tha court that ha and his craw knaw a 
swift raaction tiM was not possibla* *^a oparatad 
quita a distanca from tha normal oparating araa of 
othar u* B* units* Xte military has no authority to 
invoka a war * • * /JLn/ our oparating araa %ra could 
hava baan ranmad or sunk bafora anyone could have coma 
to our assistance** Clark told tha court ha fait that 
tha Banner was a *small cheap resource* that was 
adequate for tha general concept of a small unarmed 
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•hip in international waters* • • 

Julian Hartt*s report in the used very 

nearly the mmm quotes as did Cooper to laake the point that 



-76 



Clark *s testiaony was *• • • in sotae ways contradictory to 

77 

that of . • • Bucher*” 

In a thorough P^P report# however# Bichard Meyer 
gave the sost comprehensive report of Clark *• testimony* 
While he did not stress the points of disagreement hetireen 
the two officers* commsnts# Meyer pointed out in his lead 
that Clark still believed in the concept of lightly armed 
intelligence craft* Mditionally# his was the only r^aport 
which stated that Clark agreed with Bucher in regard to the 
excessive amounts of classified material on board the 
intelligence ships and the inadequate means to destroy the 
msterial.^* 



Because Hartt end Cooper raised the issue of 
disagreement in Clark* • testimony in their reports# each 
was guilty of the omission of that part of the former 
•kipper *• testimony which would also have shewn there was a 
significant amount of agreement between the two commanders* 



p* 30. 
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San Diego Union* January 30# 1969# Sec* X# p* 1* 
^ngelf ik XiaeA* January 30# 1969# Sec* X# 
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Ibid* 
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fnWiOnWftinh gaportex* January 30# 1969# Sec* Z# 
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All of the rmninlng corrospondants* While not 
guilty of eny significant factual errors in their 
January 30 report St omitted coverage of Comoiander Clark’s 
testiiBony which would hsve provided the reader with the 
means to discern the parallels and the divergences in their 
viewpoints about the mission and operations of intelligence 
ships* 

Xho Xoatb, .&iy 

The court again met in closed session on 
January 30th* Thereafter the court adjourned until 
February 3* If 69* on the advice of swdicaX authorities who 
determined that COBsaander Bucher was in need of a brief 
respite from the hectic pace of the first two weeks’ 
testimony* 



iB 



Ml rniJm 




















mi 



> 







mt- A 



MJbKl 



i^ni^ 






♦ 









»4 









CBI^FTCSt XZ2 



COURT pmss IX - cNmms 
Tllm ,Thixd UmMk 

Brnt^fma thm immt opmn court RMRion on January 29 
and tha raaoii^ion of op#n taatiiaony on Jfabruary 4# many of 
tha corra^pondants raportad once again tha significant 
itawi that had appaarad in aarliar court aaaaiona* Bacauaa 
thay had at thair disposal many previous nms reports* tha 
CZB raXaasas* and tha rough draft of tha varbatim record* 
ao significant errors appaarad In tha correspondents* naas 
copy during this intsrim period. 

Jim X*ucas returned briefly to the January 29 
tMtiaony of ths iM&. RtzlQSJt*s skipper* Charles R. Clark* 
atid noted* **Clark • • • said he couldn*t have had a warmer 
relationship with tha coanandar of tha Banner*# *raaaarch 
spaces* * that thair two craws wars intsrchangaid:»la and tha 
research aaction was directly under his command.**^ 

Lucas contrasted this testimony with a paraphrase 
of Bucher *s tastisony that tha command relationship aboard 
tha Fu^lo between ha and Lieutenant Stephen R« Harris* tha 
officer in charge of the Bueblo*s research spaces* was 

hiimohUL £rssa Sciraitsr* January 31* 1969* Sec. X* 
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•traia^d (by eonmaxid influanca axternaX no the iPui^Xo) to 

th« point that Bucher never beXieved he had consoftand controX 

2 

of the research detaehaient and its personneX* Lucas* 
reasonabXe interpretation of the contradictory situations 
was that* *Sucher way have inadvertentXy been hurt • • • by 
the testijK>ny of his cXosest friend* Cadr* CharXes R* 

Clwrk. . 

Other press rsports during this interim period 

between open sessions introduced Stephen Harris to the 

readsr based upon his stsady appear ancs before the court in 

cXosed sessions* ^ Harvard CoXXegs graduate* Harris was a 

navy intsXXigence officer assigned to the Bu^Xo to take 

charge of the 28naan group which conducted the ship's 

intsXXigence **9 at baring efforts* 

R !LUmi articXe appearing in the January 31 issue 

showed s consider abXe maount of insight into the impXica^ 

tions of the testimony of the previous two weeks of the 

4 

court on the part of its correspondent at the court* 

As was to be expected* the avaiXebiXity of time and 
background documents* coupled with the opportunity to let 
all of Bucher's prs**capture testimony unfold before 
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**The Boeblot An Odyssey of Anguish RepXaycKfl* ** 
Xias* January 31* 1969* pp* X4-*X6* 
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publishing s report# ^svs the Xian account a high degree of 
accuracy. Ihivertheless# in an apparent effort to coopr^a 
the coa^lex tmmtimony into the report# aoeie Inaocuraciea 
did appear. 

SuBMrising Bucher*# long teetii&ony a3x»ut the prob** 
leesa of destroying secret docuaents# Xias reported that 
Buchar *. . . could not kixn^** that tha dastruction equip*- 
MRt he had on board was inadequate to handle the voluaie of 
classified material in a short period of tisie "because he 
wss not even cleared for access to the ship*# supersecret 

5 

* research compartment. * " Rather# aa commanding officer of 

tha Buablo# Buchar knew# and testifi€id to the effect# that 
he had accaaa to any cospar tmsnt on his ship. Furthermore# 
as be had tastifiad# Buchar was fully aware of the location# 
amount and general purpose of the highly classified 
listsning# recording# coding# and cc»mnunication equipment 
in the research con^artment. This after all was the prime 
reason he made repeated efforts to procure esqplosive 
destruct devices for the coopartaient before the Fueblo 
departed on her mission, hhat Bucher was not aware of was 
the total amount# nor the specific content# of classified 
documents Which the research detachiaant held in its com* 
partmsnt. But# Bucher tscitly admitted he could have 
determined the amount if he had exercised his right and 
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duty skM 9 l coRSMnding officer i 

The burning apace on the ship • • « the incinerator, 
wae not sufficient nor had X planned on the sufficiency 
of the incinerator that was installed, nor had X prior 
to going out on patrol considered it in enough depth to 
have appreciated the fact that we could not have, 
except over a very long period of tiiae. perhaps ten or 
twelve hours, dsstroy all the publications that we had 
on ths ship* This was an oversight, a complsts over-** 
sight, on ay part* The incinerator that wae installed 
%#ould just not handls all the classified publications 
that %#c had. and tbs water depth did not psrsiit the 
jettisoning of ths publications over the eide*^ 

ftucher probably would not have sought to know the 
actual content of the doctxaents. save that it was classi-- 
fisd (which hs knew all along), because he respected the 
fact that, even ae cossi ending officer of the Pueblo, he did 
not **need to knew* in order to fulfill the Pu«blo*s 
Mission.^ 

Xn another error. Tj iagj exsitted the court's rebuttal 
to Bucher's edqplanation that he decided not to scuttle the 
Pueblo partly because he believed that north Korean divers 
could easily hsvs recovered the classified naterial on 
board* as has been Mentioned, court inember admiral Orimm 
countered with the cosssent that the United States could 



Vol* X. p* 121* 

^This commonly exercised military prohibition on 
the release of classified information states that, even 
though an individual has a security clearance broad enough 
to see certain documents, unless he has an express need to 
see the documents in order to complete his assigned 
mission, or in general to do his job. he will not be given 
access to the documents* 
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just ss Mil hsvs ssivsgsd ths Pusblo's sexisitivs mstsrisi 
sines shs %fouid hsvs sunk in i&tsrnationsi wstsrs* 

On ths positive side* hosrsvsr« tbs Xim correspond** 
snt ccsenontsd that Rear .Admiral Johnson*s assurance to 
Bucher that the Pueblo's guns irouXd never be needed seeaied 
to lull Bucher into a false sense of security which* Ham, 
continued* might have explained his slew realisation that 
the Borth Koreans would eventually attack. Even m>K9 
significant to the issue of Bucher's possible culpiC>ility* 
Xias finished this particular section of the article with 

the observation* *• • • as a result* he was plainly in no 

9 

position to resist capture. * 

Karl Pleadng's six*page article for 
appearing on February 3* also suffered sonte serious inac** 
curacies. Flssing mentioned Bucher's upbringing at 
Town and continued that he "had gone on from there to 
enlist in the Bevy and eUbeequently rose through the ranks 
to becoam en officer. The reporter qualified this 
cossDent by adding parenthstically that Btx:her had taken 
*tiae out to win a degree in geology at the University of 
Bebrsska.* However* Fleming then committed the same error 

8 

Court Record . Vol. Z« p. 104. 

e 

fip* P* 16* 

Don't Giva Up th. Ship— Svar?“ gawWMfiX. 
*.bru(iry 3, 1969, pp. 24-31. 

p. 24. 
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0«or9« Wilson did# wh«n hs wrotet 

This rmkSs him /3uch«x/ in Annc^lis par lanes a 
"mustang# " and mustang officara havs traditionally baan 
rsgardsd as outsidara by Waval Academy graduates like 
tha five admirals who sat in judgawnt before hint.i^ 

There sii^ply was no basis in fact for Flamingos 
comment# which served to give the reader the impression 
that sons intrinsic conflict existed bet%#een Bucher and the 
court on the basis of their different schooling and back- 
grounds. In fact# Bucher was not a mustang in "traditional 
parlance# * and even if he were# a good case might be made 
for the high emount of respect an officer who has performed 
outstandingly enough to earn a direct commission receives 
from his contes^raries in coimnissioned naval service. 

Later in the article Fleming made an even BX>re 
serious error in fact. He wrote# of the Fu«^lo*e intelli- 
gence gathering activitieei 

... idiile she was nominally a ship of the U. B. Navy# 
the Fueblo was in fact operating directly on behalf of 
the national Security Agency# a Defense Department 
organisation that conducts top-secret electronic 
listening end surveillance missions in all parts of ths 
%forld# and which is if anything even more cloaked in 
security than the Central Intelligence Agency itself. 

• • . What this meant in practical terms was that Bucher 
had little if any real knowledge of what went on in the 
research center of his ship. ... It also meant that# 
ekij^r or not# Biseher could enter this part of the 
ship only with the authorisation of the officer in 
charge of It# . . . Stephen Harris. 
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Whilm th<ir« was little douibt that much of the 
PuahIo*s collected intelligezice data was in response to the 
needs of intelligence gathering activities including the 
MBA 0 not one shred of testimony was taken to support 
Fls»ing*s olaim that the ship was operating "directly on 
behalf of the national Security Agency." If he had sources 
of information othsr than the court testimony* these should 
have been mentioned* Purthermore# although Fleming was 
correct in writing that Bucher had little real knowledge of 
the Pueblo's ressarch center's activities# Bucher never 
testified that he needed Harris's author isati<» to entsr 
ths research spaces# and ss has already been pointed out in 
earlier analysis# Bucher tacitly a<h&itted he could have 
availed himself of necessary information from the research 
spaces at mny tins* 

anothsr point in the article# Flsmiing incorrectly 
identified the Fueblo's chief engineer# Gene H« Lacy# aa 
"Jsises Lacey. 

ZhB -^IsvBHth„.P,ty. 

Of the few correspondents Who wrote s story to 
appear on the day the court resumed open session* Bernard 
Wsinraub was the only one who told the reader that the 
first phase of the court had been completed, Weinraub 
correctly reported# the appearance of the first Mmbsrs of 

aU... p. 27. 
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thm Pueblo cxmt» lieutenant E<2K#ard R. Murphy and 24.eutenant 
Stephen R. Harrie* narked tlie beginning of the second of 
the three phases the court announced at the outset of the 
inquiry. During this second phase a nuober of the 
cr ewne n would appear to relate their personal experiences 
in connection with the actual capture of the ship* 

Weinraub correctly said of Harris# on the basis of 
closed tsstiseny about %ihlch the correspondents had been 
briefed# that he was eiaerging as one of the laore dramatic 
figures in the case* To aaqplify this observation# hhinraUb 
reiterated Bucher *s testimony that there was a division of 
authority between the skipper and Harris and that senior 
Baval officers in charge of intelligence activities in the 
Pacific area made it known to Bucher that the Pueblo *s 
research personnel were not working for him*^^ 

Piaally# Weizuraub introduced Rear Admiral George b* 
Cassell# at the time of the incident the Assistant Chief of 
Staff for Operations at Pacific Fleet Command headquarters 
(CIICPACFLT)# as the first witness who would appear on 
Fsbruary 4 in open court following a mornii^ session in 
closed chambers with Harris* For the court# Cassell *s 
testimony would introduce the Kavy^s reaction to the 
Pueblo's capture# and what if anything had been done at 

^ ^Tha Half XifiUiH# February 3# 1969# Sec* X# 

p* 10* 
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senior comandit to attanqpt to send aid to the ship on 
January 23* 1968* lie was therefore considered an lii^rtant 
witness* Heinraub correctly Identified him as the X>eputy 
COB»mdier« Kaval Striking and Support Forces* Southern 
Surc^* a KATO command based in Italy which Cassell joined 
following his duties at CHCFACFL7. 

Earlier* Jack Fc»c of VPX had announced Cassell *s 
forthcoming appearance and mi a identified him and his connect 
tion with the Pueblo capture by reporting! *Aiso scheduled 
to testify • • • is Rear Adm* George I** Cassell* at the time 
consandar of •Strike Force South* in the Japar4ise command 
area. His Havy planes liould have been the ones assigned to 
rstallste if possible. 

In his report of the eleventh day*s proceedings* 
Hsyne Thomis noted the court *s intense interrogation of 
Cassell in order to determine why aircraft never were 

18 

launched by units of the Pacific Fleet to aid the Pueblo. 
Rafaxring to court president Vice Admiral Harold G. Hcwen* 
Thosds incorrectly identified him as '•Vice Ada. Frank 

Bow«n , . 

Both Thomis and Julian Hartt mentioned the crucial 
testimony by Cassell that CIBCPACFI/r expected the Pueblo to 

rmwiirrrlsl Appsal# January 23* 1969* 

Sec. I* p. e. 

18 

Chicago Xrlbunm# February 4* 1969* Sec. I* p. 1. 
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rmly priaarily upon tro&icea of the high s«as a« its shiaXd 

against savara harassaant by foraign forcas# but that tlia 

Fuablo was axpactad to da f and it sal f by ''whatevar maans 

availabla* in tha avant of an attack. 

Bartt confusad tha command to Which Cassall was 

attachad at tha tima of tha incidant. CZ»CP7CFLT« with tha 

sanior military commandar in tha Pacific* ** or 

21 

CosB&andar in Chiaf* Pacific. tha tima of tha incidant 

that was Admiral u. 5. Grant Sharp who %rould hava had to 
authorisa any action by units of tha Pacific Flaat to 
rsscua tha ship. 

Cassall tastifiad that Admiral Johnson*s command in 

Jig»an was raspoxisibla for insuring tha Puablo had suffi** 

ciant aquipsMtnt on board to hand la tha dastruction of 
22 

classifiad mmtarial. This coiomant tacitly placad at 
laast a part of tha blama for tha Puablo *s failura to 
coaplata dastruction before capture on the Coomander* Haval 
Forces Japan (COKlIAVFDRJAPAif) « and should hava been noted 
in reports of Cassall*s testimony. But* Thomis* Wainraub* 
and Fox failed to do so* 

Tha UPX report by Fox also mentioned in passing 
that Stephan Harris had tastifiad in closed session before 

Angelas 2iQm&« February 4* 1969* Sac. X* p. 1. 

Saoaol. voi. xz. p. 2»6. 
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CasMlI Howovar* short as ths montion was» it 

still contsinsd an srror. 

Fok vrotSf **Lt* Stsphsn Harris# %#hoss coosaand was 
such that not svsn Buohsr could sntar his section of th« 
ship without permission# testified • • He apparently 

reached this incorrect conclusion on the basis of B^her*s 
testimony that he hsd to knock st the door to the research 
spaces on the day of ths attack in ordsr to gain entry 
through the triple* locked coc^ination door# Hcwever# the 
testixaony never indicated that Bucher sould not be admitted 
to the compartamnt on eight# Moreover# the fact that 
Bucher did not know the combination to the door'e lock had 
no bearing on f09c*s unwarranted asauKption because the 
coamsnding officer would not have a need to enter the space 
frequently and keeping him advised of a constantly changsd 

25 

cost>insti 0 n would have been an unnecessary administrative 
burden* 

Ihm,.2VftiIfth, Pay 

Xn his Fsbrusry 4 testimony# Lieutenant Harris 
specifically revesled what had alrsady been generally known 

23 

HMlBhiB February 4# 1B6B# 

Sec. I# p# 4. 

^ ^qourt Becord # Vol# X# p# 120* 

General security regulations for Havy ships 
require the changing of combinations to secure areas on s 
frequent basis* 
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of thm groat oxtont to whicb claosifiiMS docuMnts had 
fallan into tha ham!a of tha Korth Koroana. Most corra** 
apondanta conoant ratad thalr covaraga of tha day on aavaral 
crucial pointa in tha intalliganca officer 'a atory. Hear- 
avar* Jiat Lucaa* eovaraga appaarad to coiway tha ii^ortanca 
of both Barria* and Liautanant Xdward Murphy* a taatiaony 
battar than any of tha other oorraapondanta * raporta* 

X«ucaa correctly aaid that Harria rebutted Bucher* a 
claim that ha waa unwalcoM in tha raaaarch department by 
noting that their aacurity claarancaa ware identical* that 
Bucher* aa oammafiding officer* could go wherever ha wanted 
aboard tha Fuablo* and that be had no authority to deny 
Bucher entrance to tha raaaarch apaeaa. 

X*ucaa* hGwavar* ovarainplifiad Marria* taatiinony 
regarding tha delay hia man encountered at tha outaat of 
amargancy daatruction efforts in tha Puablo*a intelligence 
aaction. Lucaa %nrota* *• • • Marria • • • has blaiMal 
Bucher for a delay in destruction of tha mass of secret 
data aboard ahip.*^^ Rather* Marria testified that 
Bucher* a ordar to prepare for emergency daatruction did not 
acco«{>any an ordar for all hands to go to general quarters 
(tha movement of all hands to pra-*deaignated positions and 
duties in the event of attack or colliaion) • for that 

26 

Marohlfl grcaa fabruary 5* 1969* Bee. I* 
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r«a«on« Harris said# rsssarch psrsonnel who wars trsinsd to 

conduct ths sBisrgsncy destruction wsrs not in ths conpsrt* 

nsAt to bs^in ths destruction# end s greet deal of confu- 

28 

sion end inefficiency resulted. 

Lucas fftight have said# more correctly# that 
Bucher *s action did not take into consideration the ensr* 
gency destruction plan of the research detachnent# which 
was predicated on certain personnel reporting to the 
coMpartmsnt daring general quarters# and as a result he was 
partially to blasMi for the initial failure of the destru<r* 
tion effort. 

Of Murphy *s teatiaony# all the correspondents 
correctly reported hie general agraesMint with Bucher con* 
cerning the action of the Pueblo in not resisting capturs. 
Mditionaliy, all of ths coverage noted Murphy *e role ae 
the Pueblo *s navigator and his unequivocal statement that 
the Pueblo never violated the north Korean*s claimed 
12*nile territorial boundary. 

However# none of the correapondente noted that# 
deapite the frantic action occurring on the ship during the 
sttaek# Murphy's actions as ths Pueblo's executivs officer 
seesMsd eonepicuous by their ebsence. Thus# after he had 
verified the Pueblo's position in international waters in 
response to Bucher's desuuid# Murphy's testimony showed 

^ ^Court f ^ord . Vol. Zl# p. 340. 
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littld personal initiative and action on hie part to usiet 
the conraaading officer in his efforts to resolve the 
situation in the Fueblo*s favor* 

Siailarly# in all liis previous testisony* Bucher 
had not referred to Lieutenant Murphy's assistance or 
fulfillaent of his duties as exscutive officer except on a 
very few# non**specific occasions* Even a passing fandliar** 
ity with the particularly close relationship that must 
exist between the coneanding officer and the executive 
officer of a ship for its efficlant operation should have 
warned the correspondents that this Hind of relationship 
seemed to be lacking bet%#een Bucher and Murphy* Instead# 
all the correspondents# including those with significant 
military experience# mentioned only that Murphy cosg»letely 
corroborated Bucher's expressed lapression of the Pueblo's 
indefensible position* In fact# Kip Cooper# the corre- 
spondent perhaps most experienced militarily# reported that 

Murphy said he had a very close relationship with Bucher 

29 

without adding any disclaioNbrs whatsoever* 

Ths, ybigtissnth Pay 

On February 5 the remainif^ three comaissioned 
officers of the Fueblo who had not previously testified 
told of their experiences before and on the day of the 

29 

MJBOX Di^gQ February S# 1969# Sec* I# p* 1* 
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ship's cspturs* Proh^Iy th« enost significant outcosas of 
ths day's tsstimony was tha sMrgsnca of points of agraa** 
SMint and disagramant batwaen it and tastinony takan 
aarliar front Buchar ssmS Liautanant fftaphan Harris* 

Kip Coopar ossittad any aantion of tha total agrae-- 
sant of tha thraa officars* Itieutanants junior grada 
Tinothy Harris and fradarick Schunachar and Chiaf Warrant 
Of floor Gana Lacy« with Buchor's contontion that surrandar** 
ing tha Puablo to tha Worth Koreans was tha only rational 
action to be takan undar tba circuestancas of January 23# 
1968* This was an aspacislly significant error in view of 
Coopar's stataMnt aarly in thm article that# ^'Soeie of 
yesterday's tastisiony differed from that given by other 
witnesses# and his nioSbered listing of the specific 
points of disagrsasHint in tastlnony# also at tha outsat of 
his article* 

Siailarly# Cooper osiittad any mention of the most 
specific praise of Cosmandar Bucher by his officers Which 
they gave in response to direct questions from the court 
asking for an opinion of tha command performance of the 
Pueblo's skipper*^^ With these omissions# Copper's report 
created an impression of controversy and disagreement 

pi^Q Hi^ion* February 6# 1969# Sec* X# p* 1* 
It^florri. VOX. XX. p. 
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amongst th« ship's officers which was not i^arent from the 
testimony. 

On the other h«nd« Cooper correctly reported some 
disagreement in testimony «d^ich no other correspondent 
included in his February 6 report. Fu^Io supply officer 
Timothy Harris said that weighted bags for the disposal of 

classified publications %rere available through regular Havy 
33 

supply channels, while Lieutenant Stophen Harris 
said he did not have a sufficient nunber of bags to conduct 
complets destruction. This he said was partly because he 
had to order them customrmade at a very high cost and 
because none were available through the Havy's supply 
system. Copper also astutsly pointed out that# on cross 
exasdnation by Bucher's attorney B« Miles Harvey (in behalf 
of Lieutenant Stephen Harris) # Timothy Karris said the bags 
which he knew came aboard in Ji^an night have been raanufmc* 
tured there rather than having been procured through normal 
Mavy supply channels. Furthermore# ee Cooper reported# 
Harvey noted the weighted bags listed in the Federal Si^ly 
Catalog admitted into evidence by the court did not meet 
specifications for disposal of documents above a secret 
claeeification# of %fhich there were many in the Fuhblo's 
research spaces. Mhat Copper failed to mention about this 

p. 397. 
p. 332. 
p. 404. 
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testlsiony V8« tivit Stephan Kftrrl8 did not attempt to 
explain this reasoning* if in fact this %#as his reasoning* 
to the court when he testified the day before* This o«is*” 
sion by the intelligence officer was especially noticeable 
in the light of Harvey *s coinnents* and should have been 
noted by Cooper as a further elesient of the disagreei&ent 
between the t%#o officers' testimony* 

Copper also reported that Gene t*acy* the ship's 
chief engineer* testified the Pueblo could be steered from 
the engine room in the event her normal steering controls 
in the pilot house malfunctioned* Bucher* to the contrary* 
made a rather large issue of the ship's ancient steering 
system* the many failures it suffered prior to the Pueblo's 
mission* and the crude system of attaching block and tackle 
to the rudder post on the after main deck which would have 
to be employed to steer the ship by hand in an emergency if 
main steering were lost.^^ 

Although he missed these important points of dis^ 
agreement along with the other correspondents* Jim Lucas' 
report qusstioned the tactical reasoning Bucher had used in 
attaapting to evads the Borth Koreans* and also shrewdly 
interpreted the apparent reasoning of the witnesses who 
disagreed with each other in testimony* 

35 

Cp ;;r:fc RscnTdr Vol* X* There are maserous refer- 
ences to the Pueblo's steerii^i problems in the first day's 
testimony* pages 1-60* 
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iMcmm «slc«d tho rhetorical queation« **iifhy did the 
Fueblo atcp7«* raferring to the first tins the ship was 
halted by Bucher while still in international waters and 
just after the initial gunfire was received from the north 
Koreans*^^ Lucas explained that# at that time# the ship 
was underway and headed out to sea to escape the encircling 
end boarding efforts of the four veeeels attacking her# He 
reiterated Lacy* a testiaoi^ that damage*control examinations 
of the ship **• • • shewed no damage • • • no one had been 
injured# • • • no flooding# no damage below the water line 
• . . /and below deck conditions wars/ normal* • . * 

Lucas sccurately reported that Bucher then stopped the ship# 
and turned slowly to follow the Borth Koreans into s>ert# 
because the skipper said ha fsared for the lives of his 
men# and wanted the destruction sffort to continue without 
the interruption of gunfire or the possible wounding of men 
conducting the destruction. Bucher also did not want the 
Fu^lo disabled and unable to help herself in the event 
U. S. aircraft arrived. Kttmr reversing his course# and 
following in the wake of the fitorth Koreans# Bucher stopped 
the ship a second time. Of this Lucas said# *lkiaccottntably 
he decided at one time to stop and make a *personal 

Pebruary 6# 196B# Sec. X# 

p. 2. 

^^ CQurt Becord * Vol. II# p. 360. 
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in«p«ction* of thm progrMS of dootr action# whoroupon the 
Xorth Xoreens opened fire in eerneet and Firematn Duane 
aodgee wee killed and eeveral othere wounded.** 

Ijucaa* analyaie showed the reader the apparent lack 
of sound reasoning in Ducher*s coopliance with the north 
Koreans* demand (made by flag signals) to follow in tlieir 
wake toward Wonsan «riien the ship had suffered no serious 
damage end no crewmen had been injured. Bucher said he 
wanted to reach deeper water to permit throwing classified 
documents ovsrboard. At the same time# however# he was 
trying to present s small target angle to the Koreans by 
keeping them directly astern of the Bueblo. This maneuver 
had the Fu^lo describing a laxy circle In the water as she 
turned to the right to avoid the much faster Korean sub* 
chaser which was attempting to oome alongside. The effect 
was to turn the Bueblo in the direction of W<xisan« some* 
thing Bucher also wished to avoid doing. So# Bucher stopped 
and# predictably# the gunfire did not resume. But# he did 
not make an ixuipection of the destruction efforts at that 
tima. Wonethelsss# Bucher testified he then committed hiasr 
self mentally to surrsndering the ship if the destruction 
of classified materials proved successful. As Lucas 

^^gciaitar# lorn* six* 

39 

Kaval refulatiorji that Bucher cited requirsd a 
depth of ICO fathoms for so*called **deep water destruction* 
of classified doeusMints. 
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r*port«d by r«it«r siting Buchitr*s testimony* th« skipper 
intended to stall for tiate to cos 4 ;>lete destruction sihile 
heading for Wonsan* but this also took him into Worth 
Korean territorial waters and sway from deeper water where 
destruction would have been more easily and rapidly 
accoB^lished. Lucas stressed the gravity of this crucial 
dscision by Bucher to follow the Worth Koreans by quoting 
ths testimony of Timothy Harriss **Zt was at this point 
• • • Rarris • • • told the court • • • *I felt we had 
surrendered the ship**”^^ In fact* the actual boarding of 
the Pueblo did not occur for atx>ther 40 minutes until the 
ship was well within Korean territorial waters* But* as 
Lucas implisd* ths Pusblo was lost as soon as Bucher 
complied with the first demand of the Worth Koreans* 

This analysis of ths svsnts immedistely before 
capture also psrmitted Lucas quite logically to write that* 
While all witnesses agreed with Bucher that he did not have 
the power to resist the Worth Korean boarding and aeisure* 
their agreement was limited in that it was ***** bssed on 
conditions which existed just befors the Bk>rth Koreans 
boarded the Pueblo***When she was well within their terri** 
torisl waters* * * 

Wo correspondent at the court previous to Lucas* 
necessary and commendabls effort ever sought to analyse 
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Bucher *• tactlcel reesonlng. Yett the court* in it a warning 
to Bucher that he might be at fault in permitting the 
Pueblo to be aeiaed and her peraoanel to be captured while 
he still had the pcwer to resist# strongly suggested that 
it found little to praise in Bucher*s handling of the ship 
on the day of c^ture* 

Perhaps# if this kind of analysis had been 
attempted in pross reports shortly after the warning to 
Bucher# some of the public indignation over what they 
believed was the scapegoating of Bucher by the court could 
have been replaced by an understanding of the court's 
action against him* 

as to Lucas* interpretation of the apparent reason-* 
ing of the witnesses Who disagreed with each other in their 
testimony# Lucas reported# and some sp«»ctators to thti court 
agreed at the time# *• • • each witness • • • wants to put 
himself in the best possible light* * Mcwever# Lucas 

said# the court was no longer willing to acc<^t their 
testimony at face value and challenged apparent inconsis** 
tencies in the testimony whenever they appeared* 

While all the other correspondents pointed out the 
close questioning of the witnessM by the court# and the 
inherent challenges to their reasoning# they failed to make 
the same qualifications as did Lucas* The effect upon the 
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r«ad«r was that ha might aasiXy hava bali€»vad tha court was 
badgering its witn«M«s and aaaking Mys to indict Sucher 
and others as wall* 

The Jouctaanth tmy 

Vary fav errors vara coonittad by tha corraspondants 
in thair cover aga of tha first tastimony by anlistad 
ambars of tha Puabio*s crav and by cma of tha two civilian 
oeaanogri^liars aboard tha J^uablo. 

tfayna Thoaiia began his story with Dunnia R* Tuck*s 
testimony that his efforts to use ocasnogratphic gear near 
tha bov of tha ship vara not impadad on tha day of tha 
attack bacauaa icing vas not at all savara* and made tha 
observation that two Jhiablo anlistad man testified to only 
s light gissa of ice* This# Thomis vaa quick to point out# 

contradicted Buehar^a taatiMny that the l?uablo*s guns vara 

43 

virtually unusaSbla bacauaa of a heavy coating of ice* 

Zn identifying tha other cremaan# Thotaia incorrectly wrote 
that Vandall Leach vas s third Class Signalman# in 

fact# ha had identified himself as "*Si 9 nalman first 

Also# thomis made no mention in hie article of tha 
praiaa which Bucher* a man gave him# or thair aaaential 

^^ChiCBgQ Xribuna# February 7# 1969# Sac. X# p. 14. 
BiOCacd# Vol* XX# p. 469. 
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agr4KMtMnt with his decision. Th«r«fore» th« contradiction 
Thomis citad Maaad to taka on importanca that waa not 
avidant whan tha day*a proeaadinga war# viawad mm a tihoXa. 
IlDwavar# Thoniia did raXata Xaa Soy Sayaa*a coBMant that 
attar tha Xoraans had ooam aboard ha obsarvad Buchar 
uncovaring tha BoabXo*a guns at thair d«&and« Tha ship's 
radionan said tha skippar ^^ppaarad to ba having troubXa 
with tha gun covar and iea was braaking and fXying off# 
though ha was unsura of its thicknass* This soaisiditat Xana 
mttmmpt to baXanca tha contradiction aXso suggastad to tha 
raadar that tha gun covars couXd in fact ba raaovad* and 
did XittXa to dispaXX tha contrast eraatad by Thoaiis* 
aarXiar quota of Oeaanogrig^har Tuck# that# **X was %#orking 
a Iona# but it took mm no Xongar than 5 minutes to get tha 
covar off %mNsJ and everything rigged for »y /Sansas/ 
ca#t. • 

Thcnis might more Msning fully have quoted tha 
tastinony of other of tha day's witnassas* as did Georgs 
KiXson# to show ths isportanca of thair testimony to tha 
issue of tha FuabXo's power to resist tha 29orth Korean 
saisura# Wilson pointed out tha iaportant testimony of 
Boatswain's Mata First Class Morbart Rlapac#^^ who "'didn't 
want to receive tha Xina"* tha Worth Koreans tossed to him 
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aa OM ot thair vaaaala caiMi alosigaida tha PuabXo to board 

har#^^ and tha raportar corractly axplainad that nona of 

tha craw aada any attan^pt# undar orders or otharwiaa« to 

raaiat tha boarding* Of this* WlXa<»n correctly wrote t 

Tha taatiaony of Klapac and other anliatad mmn * • . is 
cmcial to tha question of whether • • • Bucher • • • 
broke regulations in surrendering his ship*^ 

Jia Lucas Mda no mention whatsoever of any of tha 
above noted testimony* Ris entire article was devoted 
instead to what he considered the possible emergence of 
Radioman Sayes aa ”* * * one of the real beroea of the 
Fueblo • * * ordeal* . . 

rha.jriftmaBth.Uay 

Tha moat iJBportant witness to appear on February 7 
was Captain John H* D* Williams* s Wavy security specialist 
from Rsvy Security headquarters in Washington* D* C* Ris 
testimony dealt with the Fueblo*s problems with destruction 
of classified meterisl* and the issue of alternatives for 
destruction Which were available to a Wavy ship at the tiaie 
of the seisure* 

Wo correspondent missed the crucial fact that 
Williams testified he believed the classified data aboard 
the Pueblo could have been destroyed effectively in one 

Vol* XX* p* 521* 

^^Xhs IsmSi* loc* six* 
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50 

hour in •. • • m maximu» all-out effort#** nor the nota- 
tion that Bucher had alMst two teura to do so. 

However# Jin Lucae apparently filed bia report so 
hurriedly after williane* teatiaioay in the early part of 
the day that he failed to note a correction to the e:Mpert*a 
teatinony which WilliMa nade ea^reaely for the record and 
through the CZB for the preaa* Originally# WilXiaiiia said 
he eatinated 2000 pounds of classified documents were on 
the Pueblo* lAter he cheeked his own records and down- 
graded that estimate to 600 pounds* I«acaa< however# 

51 

reported only the first astinate* 

Julian Hartt#^^ tha UPZ correspondent* Eohert 
Crahbe#^^ and Curtis Sitonar^^ all nade the sane error of 
quoting Villiasis* first estimate* 

55 

One week later# Tim Tyler* a report in Tina showed 
the ssBui error* Purthenoore# despite the fact that Tyler 
had a longer period of time to insure the accuracy of his 

anoord. Vol* ZXI# p. 531* 

^^tianlili tcnu gciaitaa:# P^ruary 8# 1869# Sec* z# 

p* 3* 

XiiHUL* February 0# 1969# Sec* Z# p* 1* 
CongBare^e X a ppeal , February @« X969# 

Sec* Z# p* X2« 

^Christian Sciaaoe MCULLtor* February 10# X969# 

Sec* Z« p* 3* 

^^*Znvestigations3 Pueblo and L* 0* J*#** Xioas# 
February 14# 1969# p. 22* 
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report in 9 « incorrectly paraphrased Captain tfillioBS* 

testiaBony as £ol lours i 

An icy* sel£**assured officer* ffilliaas made it clear 
that in his opinion Bucher and Harris had all the 
destruction equipment they needed* All that was 
missing was the ingenuity to do the And* lie 

indicated* that task in his view was snore isportant 
than saving sailors* lives* 

Hcmever* when asked by Bucher *s attorney* E* Miles 
Harvey* if he believed the destruction of classified 
faster ial was more important than saving human life* 
tfilliams answered only that "top secret" material %rhich 
fall into unfriandly hands posad "an axceptionaXly grava 
thraat" to the nation*e security* Furthermore* Hillilims 
elaborated* more was involved than ona ship and one ship*e 
crew because each ship carried vital information hbout 
other shipe as well* Finally* he meintained that 
maasuring classified destruction against the possihla 1 ms 
of human li£a was a "judgnient" %d\ich a commanding officer 
%rould have te make according to the specific circumstances 
at hand*^^ 



Xhm XQMiLth. Week 

Analytical raports ware written by three of the 
correspondents during the vreekend preceding the opening of 
the fourth %reek of testimony* These were without error and 

^^ Cotirfe s*eacd< Vox. ZZZ. p. 540. 
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to show a conaidarabXa ai»ount of insight as the 
rsportsxs bscsM mors and ators faaiXiar with thsir subject. 

In addition to a caitaration of oXd tastinony and 
court issues « Richard Mayer of the i^ssociated Press antici- 
pated the end of the court *s second phase and the beginning 

of the third phase of the inquiry, the investigatioti into 

sn 

the XX-eonth detention of the PuebXo*s crew. However, in 
aentioning that the court wuXd recaXX previous witnesses 
to rsXate their experiences during io^risonment. Meyer 
faiXed to inform the reader that the court *s attention 
wouXd not shift fuXXy to the detention period for at Xeast 
a week. Rather, the fourth week would be spent filling in 
gaps in capture taatimony and resolving any rsi&aining 
conflicts in tha stories of the Pueblo men. 

The .gjLMtssnth flay 

The court concentrated its attention on the testi- 
mony of four of the Pueblo's enlisted enginemen during the 
open morning session on the 16th day. 

The UP I report of the open court proceedings 
incorrectly identified First Class Engineem Rushel 
Blansett as *The electrician. Rushel C. Blandsett • • •* 
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(kiorga Wilson vrots a thorough axticla rocounting 
tha taatiaony of tha FaabIo*a anginaiBen. Ho bag an hia 
report by %#riting that thair taati«ony markad tha and of 
tha oourt*a InvaatigatioA Into tha eaptura phaaa. 
this announcaaant waa aomaWhat praaiatura ainca tha court 
%rould taka tha raat of tha fourth vaak# in cloaad and opan 
aaaaion# to inaura that all ralavant taati»ony about tha 
eaptura had haan hoard* 

Wilaon inainuatad that tha inquiry waa an advaraary 
proeaading in tha aacond paragri^h of hia atory whan ha 
wrotai 

hm far aa kttojcnaya for Ctedr* Lloyd M* Buchar of tha 
Buablo ia /aio/ concarnad« tha dafanaa raata new that 
tha akippar and crawaan fron abova and ba low dock hava 
givan tha court thair atory of tha eaptura* 

At no point in hia articia did Wilaon add any 
diaclaiaiar to thia auggaatiem that Buchar and hia attornaya 
wara in tha lagal position of dafanding tha Bu€ddlo*s 
coanandar fron proaaeution* 

Xha JjtvBntflwuith 

Tha corra^pondanta axtanaivaly raportad tha 
Fabruary 11 tastiaftony takan from senior anliatad man in tha 
Fuablo*s raaaarch datachioent entirely in cloaad haaringa. 
Thia eoiw^rahanaiva covaraga waa baaed upon an unclaaaifiad 
ralaaaa of tha taatimoi^ loada by tha CXB at tha and of tha 
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day*» proceedings* 

Althouigh not within the scopo of this study* a 
brief reiteration of this coverage is necessary because of 
its inportance to the court *s findings about the Pueblo 
crewMa*8 failure to destroy much of her classified docu-* 
BMints* 

The testimony of Chief CocMiunication Technician 
Jaaees Kell# senior enlisted man in the research detachment# 
was damaging to Z#iautenant Karris# a fact which every 
correspondent correctly ems^asised in his report* Kell 
testified that he ordered the destruction to begin in the 
absence of any order %ihatsoev€ur from I#i«utenant Harris* 
Moreover# Kell said he never received any direction from 
Harris# and the burning of documents ended after 10 or 15 
sdnutes %dien some person# Kell did not resmaber who# 
ordered it stopped* 

Jim Lucas probably best characterised Kell*s 
opinion of Harris# which the technician gave in response to 
a court question# when the reporter wrote that Kail ***** 
dismissed Harris with faint praise as *sn average officer 
* * * nothing outstanding • * • nothing bad.*** 

Furthermore# Lucas implied what many of the corre-* 
spondents must have %#ondered flftK>ut the effect of the 
testimony i^>on Harris* position before the court when the 
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Seripps-liovard reporter wrote « *^ho ccmsMiCtmx of the 

•utonoaous * spook* detschaent« Lt« Stephen &• Harris* seeas 

to have replaced him /Sucher/" in the “hot seat* More 

to the point* XAicas added that* while Sucher had been warned 

fonsalXy he mi^ht have to face court*martial* “^s far as is 

63 

known* Harris has not received such a warning* “ 

Kell*s testisnony was supported by his co*-witness of 
the day* Chief Technician nmlpt fiouden* and the day there-* 
after six store of the ^ebIo*s research personnel said 
essentially the sasie things* of Harris* failure to initiate 
and direct the destruction* in closed hearings* 

Thfl-,&ightttSfttb iMiy 

The court Mt in a previously unannounced open 
session the afternoon of february 13* Xn a **clean**up** 
sassion the court questioned Bucher and Kell about their 
previous testinony in the light of testimony later taken 
frooi other Pueblo nan* 

Kip Cooper covered all the isportant parts of the 
testioony* pointing out especially that Bucher insisted the 
Pueblo had hoisted a flag signal protesting the north 
Korean firing on the Pueblo* and indicating that she was in 
international waters* Previously* Signalman Leach had said 
he was unable to translate the message “X 9m in intern- 
national waters'* in the form that Bucher wanted* at>d 
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thmx^toxm had navar hoiatad that flag aignal.^"^ 

Coos>ar also liatad Buchar*a taatinony about hia 

ailagivinga of Murphy* a abilitiaa aa an axacutiva officar# 

aoMthing which haratofora had navar apacifically ai^arad 

in opan taatinony* Ma wrotat 

Thara wara many diffarencaa of opinion batwaan Buchar« 
a aubisarina offioar* and l^t* Edward R* Murphy* a 
aurfaca ahip officar* tha ahip*a axacutiva officar* 

• • • Thara waa a limit to tha raaponaibility Murphy 
could ba givan bacauaa of hia lack of axparienca at 
aaa* Murphy raquirad datailad da fi^tiona of Bucher* a 
inatruction on what waa to ba dona.^^ 

Cooper correctly reported that Kell raquaatad to ba 
pamittad to mppmmx before tha court again in order to 
explain and clarify hia pravioua taatimony about tha 
coasand ability of Z*iautanant Harris* Thus* Kail said that 
what ha really meant waa that ha had not known Harris l<mg 
enough to give an opinion about hia qualifications* This 
Copper reported. 

However* Copper failed to relate the import anee of 
the Rueblo'a sending a flag signal stating she was in 
international waters When she waa harassed by the north 
Korean vessels* The UPI reporter correctly covered this 
important reasoning by writing* "Failure to make the 
signals would allow the Horth Koreans to argue the Fueblo 



64. 



&AR Eipg o Union . February 14* 1969* Sec* X* p* 1* 



65 

66 



JJUid. 



*4 



ipa MB 






«• 












t 




• t B «a®l a^l 



.M 



89 



had hmmn mttcrmtivm or hoatllo*** Purthars^ora# in his 
tMtinony* Roar Admiral Caaooll had roitaratod tho part of 
Euchor*a irritton ordara which said ho was to protoat any 
haraaanent of tho Puoblo by firat aignalistg ho waa in 
iatomational vatera* thua indicating ho had coniploto froo** 
dom to Moouvor aa ho ploaaod ao long aa ho did not ondangor 
othor ahipa.^® 

Julian Eartt in hia roport of tho day* a procoodinga 
omittod any montion of tho difforoncoa of opinion bot%#oon 
Buehor and Murphy# and of tho important iaauo of tho flag 
hoiata tho Puoblo uaod.^^ 

Similarly# noithor tho Aaaociatod Proaa 
nor Goorgo ifiIaon*a raport^^ diacuaaod tho flag hoiat iaaua* 
Jim Lucaa failod to aantion Buehor* a toatinony 
about minor diffaroncoa of opinion botwoon him and 
Murphy. 
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^^Cogrt EMUICd# Vol. IX# p. 275« 

Ah^iaa XImML* Fobruary 14# 1969# Boo. X# 

p. 3* 
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rinally# all tha corrasjpondan^a raportad that tha 
court would ba in racaaa on February 14 and over tha waak*- 



and to travel to lioriolk# Virginia* to tour tha IfiS. RmJLm 
fiaACh* an intalliganca ahip whoaa configuration approx!** 
Mtad that of tha Puablo* 
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CHftPTESl IV 



COURT PliASS ZXX - DlITRimOll 
ZlMuXl^ 

SOM Of tho San Olago baaad corraapondanta took a 

braak during tha waakaad tha court maabara t rave lad to 

KorfoXkt Virginia. Maanwhila* Saat coaat corraapondanta 

folloifed tha tour of tha adtoirala and counaaX for Bucbar 

and tba court aa they axafluLnad tha Pajm RalCh in ordar 

to faniXiariaa thMaaXvaa firat-'hand vith tha actual 

configuration of an intalXiganca coiXaction voaaaX* 

Eoaravar* Jack fox of tha UPX wrote a long analytical 

piaca %diich diacuaaed what ha beliavad ware tha probable 

af facta of Buchar*a taatinony# and tha avidanca that thua 

far had baan praaantad* upon tha court* a eventual opinion 

ragarding hia having the power to raaiat tha aeiaure of the 

Pueblo by tha lk>rth Xoreana. 

fox* a racollaction of tha 6my of tha crew* a ralaaaa 

and tha data of the ahip*a capture %#ara faulty. Be wrotes 

The crew walked acroaa a anowswapt bridge to freedoei in 
South Korea X>ac. 13. They were held ciptiva for 11 
nontha after tha Pueblo was aeiaad by north Korean 
guhboata Jan. 23# 1967 .i 

Hfiagonmln ^tata Journal# february 16# 1969# Sac. X# 
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But# t««tiaony had of tan ravaaXad that tha craw was 
ralaaaad on Dacairi»ar 22# 19^# at FanmunjORi after 11 oontha 
of iapriaonaant dating from thair c«^tura on January 23# 
I96d# 

Later in tha article# Won aantionad tha public* a 
outrage which had baan axpraaaad to congraaeman and tha 
court is lattara daacribing tha Kavy*a attea^ta to ^crucify** 
Bucher.^ Wax attaiiptad to counter that public position by 
writings 

Tha fact ia that Bucher la being given every poaaible 
opportunity to clear hia name and that alsoat every 
shred of testimony given in public session has been 
favor abla. The questions put by the five Annapolis 
graduates regardis^ the ^Mustang* conmandar Who rose 
from the ranks havs been by and large syspathetic* The 
criticism so far has been mainly pointed at their own 
Bayy and its top echelon* ^ 

The contradiction in Fox* a statement is evident 
upon close examination and shows his analysis was not 
supportsd by court events or dialog* Thus# if Bucher were 
being given an opportunity to **clear his name** it would 
follow that some evidence presented to the court placed him 
in legal jeopardy* That much was immediately evident when# 
on the third d^ of the proceedings# Bucher was officially 
warned by the court that he was suspected of violating Mavy 
regulations# Article 0730* Such being the case# it also 
follows that# in the opinion of the court# some significant 
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**shr«d of tastiaony* macStt Buclier m suspect. In fsct* for 
the court to tske so inq^rtant sn action# s good deal sore 
than a shred of tsstiiiony would have to have been 
presented. 

At the least# Fox*s reasoning presupposed the 
thii^ing and final recoBRiendations of the court-^^that 
Bucher could not be considered culpable in the loss of the 
Bueblo based upon the evidence before the court. This 
seens similar to a journalist predicting in his reports# 
based upon his opinion of the testimony* that a defendant 
in a punitive proceeding will probably be found innocent of 
the charges against him* Thus* if the reader were to 
believe Fox# an eventual recocsaendation by the court 
unfavorable to Bucher was aliK>st out of the question. 

In his second cossaent# Fox apparently borrowed the 

faulty analogy laade by Oeorge Wilson in sn earlier article. 

To reiterate the criticism of that analogy# Bucher did not 

rise from the enlisted ranks to becofse s commissioned 

officer and eventually a Wavy coiinander**'^he traditional 

definition of a mustang* Esther# he conpleted a tour of 

enlisted service# left the Bavy# attended college# and 

TMntered the service through the Reserve Officer Training 

Corps (ROTC) as a coasdssioned officer. Furthermore# the 

implication that *Anni^Iis graduates** and a **Tlustang* 

4 

comanctor*' are somehow intrinsically different has no 
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substantive basis. 

Fok's article probably should have been labeled as 
a news analysis or as an opinion# a matter Which may not 
have been apparent to the reader. 

The UPZ reporter also omitted mention of the court *s 
beginning the third phase of its inquiry# an omission which 
may have c^structed the reader *s ability to understand that 
the court was shifting its attention to the crew*s 11-Mnth 
detention. 

Julian Sartt also omitted any mention of the start 
of the third phase in s story which appeared on the day the 
court resmaed open testimony. Bis article analysed the 
Navy legend that its chief petty officers# the highest 
snlisted rank in the Naval service# **run the Navy* by 

c 

virtue of their experience and technical proficiency. In 
writing about the ^unmistakable mutual respect between the 
gold-braided five (the court members)# near the top 
commissioned rank# and the chief petty officers (of the 
Nueblo) # holdingr the highest non-ccxomissioned rank# * Martt 
oversealoualy included Chief Warrant Officer Gene Lacy# the 
Fu4tblo*s chief engineer# amongst the chief petty officers. 
Ths rank of chief warrant officer Which Lacy held was s 
conaissionsd rank. 



p. 3. 
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T35ML «th ,Piy 

X*l«ut«nant Bdward R« Murphy was thm only witnass to 
aippsar in op^n court on F«^ruary 17* Tha important issuas 
in his tastimony %Mira his connants concarning his diffar^ 
aacas of opinion with Buchar* his astimation of tha J^plio** 
ability of tha Coda of Cmduct to tha PuabXo cra%Man*s 
situation* and his admission that ha had in fact violatad 

ft 

tha tanats of tha coda in his bahavior whiXa in captivity* 
Eichard Mayar of tha Essociatad Brass mada no 
mantion whatsoavar of tha tastimony ragarding tha diffar** 
aneas of opinion batwaan Buchar and Murphy* tha Buablo's 

7 

axacutiva officar* Briafly* Murphy had agraad with 
Buchar *s aacliar taatimony that thasa diffarances wara 
"occasional profasaional diffarancaa of opinion" craatad 
bacausa of "diffarant backgrounds" «nd wara "easily settled 
by tha captain deciding after X mada my racommandationa* 
Wayna Thomis also failad to laontion Murphy's 
tastixaony concarning his minor diffarances of opini<»i with 

9 

Buchar* and osaittad tha axacutiva officer's estimation 
that tha coda had only limited applications 

^COurt EftCfiXd* Vol. XIX* pp. 656-714. 

Journal TiawiB* February 18* 1869* Sac. XX* 

p. 4B. 

8 

Court J&aeard. ost* cit.. p. 6*3. 

9 

Chicago Trihun*. PebruatY 1969. X. p. 4. 
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I think that tha underlying prioci|^l«^- loyalty to one* a 
govarfinant (does apply)* • • • however • • • the state 
of the art has changed • • • we now have a paychologi- 
cal warfare environment and Z think that the Code of 
Conduct does not apply itself well in that environ-* 
ment.^” 

Similar ly» George Wilson* in an otherwise accurate 

aarticXe* failed to mention Murphy *s testimony shout his 

diffarances of c^inion with Bucher. 

Kip Cooper missed most of the iteportmt issues in 

the testimony in his article. Be failed to bring out 

Murphy *s estimation of the inapplici^ility of the code# or 

of hia differences of opinion with Bucher, fis also failed 

to inform the reader that the court had entered the third 

phase of its investigation* Cooper did* however* minutely 

detail the actual incidents of brutality and the atmosphere 

of captivity revealed by Murphy *s testimony which resulted 

in his breaking the tenets of the code* 

Robert Crabbe* the UBZ correspondent* also failed 

to mention the testimony regarding differences of opinion 

bet%ieen the two Bueblo officers* and did not inform the 

13 

reader that the third phase of the inquiry had begun* 

10 

Couct Bmcord* ob* £Lit«* p« 714* 

^^Ehm ttaabington £oat* February la* 1969* Sac* Z* 

P • Al • 

^ ^San Diego Onion* February IS* 1969* Sec* Z* p* 1* 

^^itas^zhls CflsnftrciBl BbsmuiI* February 18* 1969* 

See* Z* p* 6* 
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Xn contrMt* Bernard lioinraab*s articia was nora 
14 

thorough and accurate* Ha ahca^ the reader the ia^r*- 
tanca of the differences of opinion between Bucher and 
Murphy ei^peeialXy %ieXl» 

During his four hours of tsstinoay • • • Murphy faced 
the assistant counssX • • • and the five admiraXs 
sitting nearby but raraXy turned to Comander Bucherf 
who sat four feet sway fr<m ths sxacutiva officer. 

• • • Bucher said Xast Thursday that he had had 
"differences of opinion" with ... Murphy "because of 
his Ximited experience" and the different backgrounds 
of the skipper and the executive officer 

licwever# l#einr« 2 b then incorrect Xy described Bucher 
as a "forser enXisted man who rose through the ranks" and 
spent years in submarine training* and thereby made an 
effort to contrast this background with Murphy's entsring 
the surface ship forcss after attending MavaX Officer 
Candidate SehooX (0C8) in Bhode XsXand. Save for a 
possibXe difference in viewpoints between a submarine 
officer and a surface officer* there is no substantive 
basis for a contrast between Bucher* an BOTC trained 
officer* and Harphy^ an OCS graduate. 

Jim lAicas* in his rex»rt« reXated Murphy's testi*" 
mony about the crew's attespt to buiXd a crystaX radio set 
whiXe in captivity* and the instrumentality of Lee Roy 
Bayes in this effort* Bowever* Lucas incorrectly 

SM. XOtsk Timms* February X8* X969* Sec. X* 
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id«ntifl«d the Second CXauis Kadiomen# Hayes# as s 
signsXmsn.^^ 

IfUcss also fsilsd to inform the reader of the start 

of the third phase of the inquiry# but in a very concise 

way he notified the reader of the apparent differences of 

opinion between Bucher and Murphy t 

Murphy spoke well of Bucher# but not as glowingly as 
other crewsten have* Zt has becc»Mi obvious thera %#ere 
strainad feelings betwcM»n Bucher and his Bo* 2 man* 17 

Zn fact# daspite the efforts of B* Miles Harvey to 
extract fron Murphy aoM eye-witness testinK>ny of Bucher *s 
efforts to sock the Borth Koreans during ci^tivity# the 
executive officer effectively siA>verted any atteaipt to do 
so* Furthemore# when asked by Harvey for his opinion of 
Bucher *s performance and leadership during captivity# 

Murphy said only# *Z think under the circumstances he did 
his job as well as any other conimandir^ officer could be 
expected to do***^® 

Curtia Sitomar omitted any laention of Murphy's 
tastinony regarding his differences of opinion with Bvacher* 
He also failed to relate Muri^y's estimation of the limited 
applicability of the code to a psychological warfare 
environsient* Moreover# in reference to the amount of 

t ggess iciiaitBr# February 18# 1969# Sec* X# 
“Cfluit B«sacd. vol. III. pp. 712-7X4. 
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claMifi^ docuiaanta tiia Pueblo wmm carrying* Sitomar 

raferrad to Ca|>tain WilliaM* teatlnony of **2000 pouxida* ** 

19 

not to Ma latar corractad aatimata of 600 pounda* 

Tha Tuantiatb P>y 

Open court taatiaony on February 18 oocurrad only 
during tha afternoon aaaalon* and includad taatlaony by the 
Pueblo* a operation officer# l»ieutanant Frederick Sehumachar# 
and bar aupply officer# bieutanant junior grade Tiiaothy 
Rarria. 

Tha moat iaportant comaanta included Schumacher* a 
taatimony that tha initial departure from tha Geneva 
Convention by all tha Fuablo officers took place the day 
after their c^qpture* i£ach# he said# freely admitted hia 
job on the ship to lend credence to the cover story that 
tha Pueblo was conducting oceanographic and electro** 
magnatic research# and therefore departed from tha Oaneva 
Convention and tha Coda of Conduct by giving more than 
name# rank# aerial nunber and date of birth* Furthermore# 
Schumacher said ha eventually complied with Rorth lODrean 
damanda for a confession after being beaten aeveraly* after 
aaaix^ that tha tkxrth Koreans held a cos^^lata ccpy of the 
Fuablo* a mission report# and after deciding they could 

^^ChrJLatJLan ScimncA February 19# 1969# 

p« 5* 
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extract £roi& Him any conf^saslon they so desired. 

Kquslly ia3£>ortant was Sch'^*cher*s estimate that 
the code could not really be applied to the Pueblo Mn 
because they %#ere c<^ptured with their command and all its 
classified records virtually intact 

Very few errors were conaoitted by the correspond- 
ents in their coverage of the day's proceedings. Generally# 
reports concentrated on Schumacher's testiiaony because his 
cooRients were in the majority# as Barris had just begun 
testifying when the court recessed for the day. 

Jim Lucas made the only significant error when he 

incorrectly reported that# ^Of all the ci^tured crewaien# 

22 

Schumacher broke first. ** Rather# as had frequently been 
testified to ia earlier testimony# the North Koreans 
concentrated on and succeeded in extracting a confession 
from Bucher just shortly before succeeding with Schumacher. 

Rt a later point in the article Lucas Incorrectly 
attributed a court question of Schumacher about what he 
considered to be the greatest psychological pressure he 
endured during captivity. Although Lucas said Admiral 
Bowen had asked the question# in fact# court counsel 
Captain Newsome asked the question to which Schumacher 

20 

Caurt Record# vol. lix# pp. 715-751. 

Mountain (0«nv.r) Htui. W^rumry 19, 1969, 

Sec. X# p. 14. 
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responded « *Fear« I thinH faar is the best anmsr. Fasr of 
22 

the ui:&nown. • 

The ,.Ii*s&ty""Xirat 

Tieothy Harris ra turned to the stand on Fi^ruary 19 
and proceedcid to vividly describe his hatred for his 
enters# his suicide attempt* and his departure from the 
Code of Conduct after severe beatings snd after having been 
shorn Fueblo docuaents which inclxklied eost of the intima- 
tion hia chptors demanded he adadt to in a signed 
confession* Gene Lacy followed Harris to the witness chair 
and expressed the doubts* which apparently many of the 
crewmen had* that the Geneva Convention and the Code of 
Conduct coK^letely applied to their case since the United 
States and Horth Korea were not at war* He was followed by 
Lieutenant Stephen Karris %fho revealed* along with Lacy* 
that one reason for the Pueblo officers agreeing to sign 
confessions was in the hope that it would satisfy the north 
Koreans and prevsnt a concerted attempt to discover secret 
information concernix^ the intelligence activities many of 
the Pueblo men had been connected with apart from their 
last mission on the Pueblo* Xn addition* Harris foepressed 
gsnuine surprise that the Morth Koreans never seemed to 
realise the isportance of hie position as the chief intel- 
ligence officer on the Pueblo* nor the gravity of the 

^^Cou££. taeoxA, vol. IXI. p. 722. 
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infornation eont4U.n«d in confiscated secret doeuMnts which 

they showed him* Therefore# he said# he readily agreed to 

the relatively lonr^level of sensitive information the North 

Koreans included in written confessions# while atteaf>tin 9 

to include spurious information auch aa hia reporting to 

"Maxwell anart** (a television character)# in order to 

24 

protect far sore isf>ortant information* 

All of the correepondenta reporting the half*^ay of 
open testimony included these ia^rtant elements in their 
copy and made no significant errors* 

Ths Twsaty^.asmnrt Day 

Whst had already been discussed by the Pueblo 
officers the day bsfore was slaborated upon in testimony by 
fivs senior enlisted Pueblo crew members on February 20* 
tfhils their comments coverikl the entirety of the 11 months 
of imprisonment# the primary points of their teetimony wares 
the fear of death and futility of withstanding endless 
torture which caused the men to depart from the code and 
make confeseione and write letters to the President and 
other influential teericans asking for a U* S* apology to 
north Korea; their efforts to include hidden t^issages to 
the outside world in letters and confessions they were 
forced to write; the command structure %»hich held the teen 
together# under the direction of Sucher# throughout the 

^ ^Coort Bscord* Vol* 2V# pp* 767-814* 
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inpr laonMnt ; «nd tHci alnost unib^I lovable brutality %i^ich 
the Koreans aeted out to acc<»i^lish their ends* 2n partic- 
ular* Charles hmi testified he was convinced the code could 
not apply to the Pueblo crew* captured with its records 
the service records of the creinaen virtually intact* as it 
would to a foot soldisr captured in the field with only his 
pack and dog tegs.^^ 

Without exception the correspondents concentrated 

their reports upon the reasoning behind each man*s departure 

froa the tenets of the code* the cr«w*s desire* to a aan* 

for anaed retaliation by the United States egainst fiorth 

Korea despite the probeble loss of thsir own lives* snd the 

torture each aan had sndured* 

Probably* the stood of the oorrespondents efter hour 

upon hour of vivid tales of torture was best ejQpressed by 

Jia Lucas in his report of the day*s testimony! 

In the end* the North Koreans also broke under the 
strain* r^uced to iepotent rage by the ^sericans they 
had forced to grovel before them* All along* their 
iforth Korean ciptors learned toward the end* the 
Psr>ricMis had bMn laughing at them* lying to them* 
pesodying them* aping them* aessing up their propaganda 
pictures with obscsns gesturss* So* during a fiendish 
*hell week** in idiich Hayss* jaw was broken and every 
man among them beaten unmercifully* the enemy tried to 
pay them beck* Finally* they sent them home* this band 
of young Kasrioans could not-**legally~quite 
delivsr what their country asked of them* but Who clung 
to each other and survived *26 
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^^Hwaphis Prams Sciaitar* February 21* 1S69* Sec* Z* 
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Th« sifliilarity of thm and tha a«K>tlonaX 

invoXvaMnt of »ajiy of the correspondents ap|>«sred to have 
pXayed an in^rtant part in ths XaudabXe accuracy with 
which they reported the day*s testiittony# tieo-thirds of 
Which was in open session. 

At this point in the proceedings Wayne 7ho»is» the 

g^jg^Q Tribune correspondent* believed that* **for aXX 

practical purposes the inquiry was over by February 21* 

27 

1969 « * and therefore returned to his Chicago office. 
Thereafter* the Tribune reported the last two weeks of ths 
court only infrequently with AF and UP2 stories. 

At the end of the day's proceedings the court 
recessed# in honor of Washington’s Birthday# to rssuaie 
tsstinony on February 24. 

Shortly after the recess was called on February 20# 
Captain Willian Bewsosne called a surprise news conference 
at the Pueblo CZB. He announced the court’s latest inten'* 
tion to call svery crewwewber to testify before the court. 
The snnouncexaent Met %iith som amaseMent on the part of the 
correspondenta in view of the court counsel’s estimate# at 
the outset of the inquiry# that only those Meinbers of the 
crew whose experiences had a direct bearing on the capture 
and iiiqortant eleaents of the period of iaprisonaent would 

^^Letter to the author dated Movcneiber 19# 1970. 
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bo calXod to give teetioony* 

Meat of the Xong*-veckena newa reporta diacuaaed 

thia Xateat procedural chaxige by the court. But# George 

KlXaon wrote the moat thozrough report of fiiewaoaie'a preaa 

confercxx:e and aade an atteai^t to interpret the reaaona for 

the chaz^e. Mi Iron opened hia story with a succinct para^* 

phrase of ISewaone'a conmntas 

The Bevy# in a raveraal of opinion# hm dacided the 
Mmtictai fighting Ma*a code of conduct applies to the 
Pueblo crewmen after all* 28 

The application# as Hewaoae announced and Milaon 

reported# %rould not be from a punitive standpoint since 

Ve«#aoM believed the code#*** • • like the Ten Comandiaenta# ** 

could be violated ** spiritually* but not ’•punitively* **^ 

Wilson did a superb job of awaauring flewscMBe*a 

cnmmnta against the questions asked by the court of each 

of the witnesses during the previous week of the detention 

phase* The court# Wilson explained# seeieed concerned with 

the previous training each Pu^lo mm had had in the code 

and its application to his military life# how each inter** 

preted the code in hia own mind# and what had brought him 

30 

to violate the code daring his captivity* 

WaehlngfcQn £sutt# P^ruary 22# 1869# Sec* Z« 

p* M« 

29 

Opinion expressed by Captain William R* Wewsome# 
<72GC« UBII# in a press conference at the Havel J^nphibious 
Base# Coronado# California# Pebruary 20# 1969* 

Post.# iQft* clt* 
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Against this suraiise* Ifilson pXayad W€Mmomm*m 

eotmmntm that tha Pu^lo inquiry servad as an atccelXant 

vahicia for appraising tha coda and racosiaanding changas to 

it# if any. But Wilson in his raport also racallad 

lisi#soM*a opinion axprassad on January 13t 

• • • tha Coda of Conduct is inappXicaibla in this 
prasant situation. Wa hava had an opinion that tha 
craw sawhars on tha BuabXo wars not prisonars of war; 
thay %iara iXXsgaXXy datainad. • * • whan wa don^t hava 
priaonars of war# wa don*t hava tha ^plication of tha 
Coda of Conduct. . • 

That opinion# lka#soM axpXainad on January X3# had 

COM from tha llavy*s judga advocate ganaraX# a fact which 

WiXson notad in his Fsbruary 22 story. Against this WiXson 

qiK>ted lIswsoM*# rslavant coansnts of Fid:>ruary 20; 

Zt has bscosM obvious that tha Coda of Conduct is 
applicabXa in this situation. First of aXl# bacausa 
ths undar standing of tha paopXa thaMaXvas# and second 
of alX# baeausa of certain things udiich transpired 
aboard tha ship at tha timm of its ciptura. ... One 
of ths tasks of ths court la to axamina that coda and 
ssa %disthar or not it neats our prasant needs. • . . Z 
think %Nt hava an sxcaXXant vahicXa for doing that right 
now ... 



Of this change of oourt position# Wilson riQ>ortad; 

/MeMmomm/ wouXd not who or what rsvarsad his 
sarXisr opinion thai; tha coda did not apply to the 
PMbXo Mn. ... /Bm/ does not sat policy for tha 
Court of Inquiry but acta as its hired legal hand. 

Vice Ads. Karold G. Bowen# Jr.# president of tha court# 
and his four fallow adsirals on tha court obviously 
dscidad to focus on tha coda. 

Wilson *s assuaptioa that Vice Admiral Bowan and his 



^^pinion expressed by Captain William R. liswsoma# 
pp. cit«# January 13# 1B69. 
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fellow court had *** • • obviously decided to focus 

on the code** and his inference that the admirals had 
reached the decision totally on their own advisement was in 
srror* In fact# the court had changed its position with 
regard to the code in response to directions fre^ Savy JPC 
officials in Washington* 

Wawsome's reasoning# no doubt# was a refXiK^tion of 
the reasoning Havy had used to reach its latest opinion* 
As Wilson reported# the situation on board the Pueblo to 
which HewsofM referred was the warning to her cre%fmen, 
announced by Chief Warrant Officer Lacy over the ship's 
loudspeaker* that they should give only their name# rank# 
serial nuaber and date of birth to the Worth Koreans* This 
warning just before capture# coupled with the crewmen's 
understanding of the code as expressed to the court# made 
the admittedly moral guide a real factor In the Pueblo 
men's thinking during their captivity* On this basis# 
apparently# Wavy JAG considered the code tc be in effect 
even though Worth Korea and the United States were not at 
war. 

This consideration was well illustrated by Robert 
Crabbe of the UPZ in his analysis of Wo%^c»se*s press 
conference: 

• * * Wewsome indicated Thursday that the code issued 
in 1955 was a "moral statement” and that as such was 
binding on the crewmen* 

^^Wisconsln jcturnsl# February 22# 1969# 

Sec* Z# p* 12* 
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w«nt on to quote Mew e ai e as foXlc3WSs 

**X do believe that ae a aoral code* the »enbere of the 
Fuehlo^e crew have indicated they felt they were bound 
by lt« • • • The court will have to iudqe whether they 
violated it of their own free will.'*33 

toother ia|K>rtant consideration which weighed in 

the ninde of Military officials was the possibly detri- 

Mntal sffect of declaring the code inapplicable to the 

yiMd>lo mmn because north Korea and the Ihiited States were 

not at war. While other toerlcto mmn were still prisoners 

in north VietnsM-*-*a country w were not officially at war 

with either. Those who saw the sinilarity between the 

Pueblo mmn and the toerican prisoners in north Vietnam 

suggested the north Vietnamese would capitalise on the 

declaration of the codecs inag^licability to non-POWs. 

This# the propoz^nts of ai^lying the code in the Pueblo 

circuMtance argued# undoubtedly would be siade known to the 

toerieans by their north Vietnamese captors. The result# 

it was believed by many# would be the rapid deterioration 

of aorale and tha lose of the moral basis of the code which 

might be sustaining the toerican prisoners in north Vietnam. 

none of the correspondents msntioned this consider’** 

ation. Similarly# none of the correspondents surmised in 

their reports that this most significant shift in the 

court *s application of tha code to the Pueblo men was due 

to e high*-level decision in Washington. Of all the 
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correspondents# only Cra^be and Wilson devoted m story to 
llevsoM*s announcement and provided the reader with an 
indicatioa of the iiiqportance of the court’s shift of 
opinion* 

.the 

During four open days of testimony in the sixth 
ifeek of court hearings# 34 enlisted il^u^lo crewmen and one 
of her civilian oceanographers speared to testify* The 
reason for their appearances# aside from the fact that the 
court wished to examine each man’s specific reasons for his 
interpretation ef the Code of Conduct and whether or not he 
believed he departed from it during captivity# was as 
Csptain Wewsome put it# to allow each mem to tell his own 
story if that was his desire* 

To determine that desire az^ to meet the needs of 
the inquiry# Wswsome interviewed each crewman privately 
before each session began in order to decide if the man’s 
desire to testify was warranted and if his experiences 
would add any new information to that Which the court had 
already ascertained* Privately# the court also wanted to 
insure that no Pueblo crewmember# after the proceedings 
%#ers cospleted# would be able to say he was not given an 



^^Opinion expressed by Captain JNwsome# loa* clt* 



no 

opportuBity to toll his story* 

Ths sisdlsxity of tostiBK>ny by «ach of the men fttid 
the fmllisrity the correspondents had gained from earlier 
witnesses presuaably prevented nany errors from {Appearing 
in the reporters* copy* In gfeneral# the reports were 
filled with the agony and torture each man had endured 
during his captivity* 

Julian Hartt# however « broke perhaps the most 
interssting story of the %feek in a february 25 dispatch* 
Frosi earlier teatimony by Bucher# Bartt noted that# when 
asked if he believed the Borth Korean attack by two sub* 
chasers# four PT boats and two MIG aircraft was controlled 
and coordinated by one commander# Bucher had replied in the 
affiarmative. Armed with this previous testimony# and the 
copies of the Pueblo messages received in Jcpan before the 
ship was boarded which had been distributed to the corre* 
spondents by the CIB# Bartt drew some interesting and 
correct conclusions* The messages showed that the Pueblo 
was anticipating certain of the north Korean iu:tions* Thus# 
the Pueblo radioed Japan# "They plan to open fire on us 
now# * and **We are going to be bearded now# ** before either 
of these events actually occurred* Bartt added this in^r* 
matlon to the testimony by Bucher that he had two inter* 
preters aboard who were tuned into the Koreans* tactical 

^^Thia reaaoning was expressed to the author by one 
of the court officials during the proceedings* 
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r«idlo circuits to intercept trsnsmlssions rslstir^ to 
ths Pusblo.^^ As fiartt correctly r«porte<5# Bucher’s open 
court tostifwziy in this ar«s was cut short by K«w»oeas on 
the advice of a security advisor soated beside hliei. 

Furthenaorc* Bkurtt reported he was unaS^sXa to learn %dio were 
37 

the two interpreters# 

Kip Cooper# in a February 26 report of tho 23rd day 
of tostixiony# incorrectly attributed a etatosiont by one of 
the crewtnon that he had declared to a liorth Korean officer 
how outdated the Con»unist Manifesto being used to indoc'* 
trinate the Pueblo sien ;^^earod« Coqi^er said this test!** 
Mor4y was proffered by Rushel Blansett* %dion in fact 

CODMunications Teehxiiciaa Donald R« Pi^parc5 hod made the 
3S 

statenHimt# 

Cn F^ruary 26# the 8cripps**Howard correspondent# 
Jia Lucas# colli^sed in the courtroom diuring tho proceed-* 
ings# tie was ts^en by aerbulance to a local hospital and 
did not resuae coverage of the inguiry until March 2# 

Robert Crabbe# in a Ftebruary 27 WX diiqpatch# had 
occasion to refer to earlier testimony by the Pueblo’s 
supply officer# Lieutenant junior grade Tistothy iiarria# in 
reporting those of the ship who had atteo^ted suicide 

^SjOa. Aatiialas. Tisos# February 2S# 1969# Sec# X# 

p# 9* 
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during captivity* Hwaver# CxaObbo incorrectly identified 

39 

the supply officer ae Timothy Harrison* 

In a February 28 report Curtis Siton»er reassessed 
the questions before the court which he believed still were 
not satisfactorily resolved by testimony* One of these* he 
wrote* was whether the Fueblo crew had done all it could to 
destroy classified material before c^ture. Referring to 
Captain william* testimony about a theoretical all-*out 
maximum effort* Sitomr reported Williams had maintain€»d 

the crew could ***** jettison and destroy hsr ton of 

40 

classified cargo in an hour*** i^3wevor* as already noted* 
William later the same day downgraded his estimate of the 
Pueblo's classified document allowance to 600 pounds* 

On the same day* Hartt reiterated from testimony 
the Pueblo men*s e3Q*eri«nces during September 1963 during 
c«|rtivity when they were ushered by guards* one at a time* 
to the **Gypsy Tea Room* ** a plain room in the prison 
coapound so**named by the crewmen* There they were offered 
good food end alcoholic beverages and interviewed by Horth 
Korean civilians who apparently were attespting to 
proselytise them to Korean communism* Though most of the 
testimony centered around questions as^ed of them by Worth 
Korean men dressed in civilian clothing* Hartt over-*- 

J^ppajal* Sec* x* p* 29* 

^^Chrietlan HObitOr* F^O^ruary 23* 1969* 

Sec* Z* p. 12* 
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aavaral alight raferencaa to Korean woman %irho 

wara in tha room to aarva tha food and driz^a* Thua 

Hartt'a laad paragrapha raadi 

It waa diacloaad • • • for tha firat tima that kimono- 
clad Koraan girla war# aa^loyad in tha "gypay taa room” 
whara USS Pueblo crawmn ware taken one at a time in an 
attempt to proaalyta them* Taatimony • • • indicated 
tha girla only aervad cookiaa# candy# bear and a rice 
liquor* and did not offer thamaalvaa*^^ 

Hartt'a anjolndar that tha "girla#” who according to taati- 

nony ware not at all young or pretty to look at# did not 

proatituta thafMMilvaa before tha Bmn probably did little to 

diapal tha aanaational affect upon the reader of the lead 

or the headline# ”'Qypay Tea Room* Girla Served Pueblo 

Men* Sisiilarly# the alugline above tha headline# 

"CaOklaa# Candiaa acd Rjmjt# ” in amaller# leaa-prominant 

type face* did not erase the innuendo within the headline* 

Furthermore# the looae# wide-aleeved# floor-length 

kimono la indigenoua to Jiq>an* not to north Korea* The 

contraat between Hartt*a deacription of the women toad 

Bernard Weinra\d>‘a deacription ia obvioua upon cc»Hpariaom 

Women in ahoulder-to- ankle dreaaea a<»ietimea offered 
cookiea# beer and wine* • • * Two or three Korean 
civiliana atood beaide the American(a) and asked 
quaationa*^^ 
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IdM Mgalaa Simaa# February 28# 1989# Sec* I# 
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P- 3 



Oi 

MH0T #9 

MM «W9 M «i4f 4i •Wif 

•IM9 9iipipy tg^ teal 

^DWte# fte# afeli Jv^li ate v«i • • • Ma $l 

«wat #te ^ tej9 

fi* ^.k steJ • te o te t a0H <i*4tei*^ Sfo:' Ti ate 

teteAjtel • « « ^ppwaiw#r .ate^ ayfi^ga a^ M a^anag# 

»9i.c • Na %mm0{ titean «#ai4M» te^ga ai^id ate 

^.1 1 1 teatete *iiie%a Ma OB tea 

•^9%^ 9^ lf»AHra<9n0 ate giC> te ^niiff i •*9r«ga 

gv ate «ai tear m Yaarnt m te « t ^ ¥^ 

39 ^ati4 xtmam% mm tan oaattte mm^ttmmLJU mfmsmmmti 
tear ter la vteu tet Bte B itt i teMitaami ter 

tetete tenai artla *p«te ite Ytete** «Miltete «te w 
lateltete tel #«te teJteli tei «Yr^rteM ^.Ate 
■ i ^gy te a i i vte ^gailtev al * «i^te ite •<»* ftete «teltefidf* 
•«Nclftete ate ateaunal tel «M»a 9te %41 ^stel teft^ 

' . tevga^a* tete MMte Ai*'3 • itteiitfrite 







aate^ IP ate . » » *te>«t tag p«te «teltete 
rr^*ja tei tteteteaa^ ittea^ te9#t tmifiyia 

wit— Jif 



•1 .alia »ite» «te fx^rtepi ^ateSt teteate 

.r .% 



U4 



Moreover, W«lnraub*s description appeared dcMip 
vitliln him copy# %4iich wmm headlined nore sensibly end 

sccuretsXy# "Pueblo Creieaen Recount liorth Korean Rttenipts 

44 

to Probe end Befriend Thm in *Gypsy Tea Room**" 

X>m.JgsY.snth,ltee}t^ 

Again# during the seventh iseeK# four days of open 
testimony were taken by the court* Ifitnesses ineluded 12 
laore enlisted crewsen# the renaining civilian oceanogr^her# 
and a lUvy legal expert in international law* 

Weekend news reports by the correspondents were few 
in nunber* Those which appeared on March I discussed the 
27th day of testiaeny without significant error# and in 
passing oost taentioned that about two weeks reiaained before 
the inquiry would conclude the taking of testiaony* 

On March 2 an article by George Wilson i^ppeared 
which expandfKS upon Julian Hartt*s report regarding the 
Korean*! anguage interpreters aboard the Pueblo* Wilson 
correctly deterxained froa the open*court evidence that the 
ship* a research detachaent was better geared to handling 
Russian intelligence gathering# and rather poorly adapted 
and prepared to eavesdrop on Worth Korean activities* In 
fact# as Wilson pointcnS out# the Pueblo *e two*part mission 
plan made the monitoring of Russian naval unit activity in 
the Tsushima Straits s more isi>ortant element of the ship's 
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final aiasion t-han her activities along the Horth Korean 
coast* Also* dr wing upon an unidentified source of infor- 
mation# Wilson correctly named the tvro Marine corps 
sergeants in the research detachment as the Korean^language 
interpreters* Bowever* he Incorrectly nested Sergeant 
Rc^rt Baomond as Sergeant Basmton at several points in the 
article.^® 

Bernard Weinraub also reiterated previous teetimoz^ 

before the court to shcasr that* as his article maintained* 

the BuebIo*s main taek wae to survey the Russians* 

activities* The important point in Weinraub* e story* ss in 

Wilson's report* wee that the lack of preparedneea of the 

research group for Worth Korean eavesdropping contributed 

46 

to the Fueblo'e unpreparedness for the event uel attack* 
Sovever* Wilson better eiB>etentieted this cleim by informing 
the reader correctly that the Rueblo's Interpreters were 
barely fluent in Korean* and therefore probably could not 
trenelate any intercepted tactical meeeagee quickly eiK>ugh 
to be of greet use to Bucher during the attack* As Wilson 
reported* end Weinraub did not* "Fluency isight have icade a 
difference. 

l^it Weinraub compounded hie error at axK>ther point 

W.*«hiogtQa eact.« March 2. 1969, Sac. X, p. 46. 

^^Zh* KM XfiSJc Xia**. March 3. 1969, Sac. X. p- S. 
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in thtt article by writings 

8inc« nost of tha craMstan ware unowara of tha ship* a 
Intalliganca aiaaion — thay had only baan told that tha 
Puablo waa engagad in **ocaanographic raaaarch* — tharo 
appaara to h^a baan conaidarabla confuaion in tha 
favariah afforta to burn and acuttla tha 600 pounda of 
aacrat papara on tha ahip*^^ 

Xn fact* tha graat majority of tha crawaan givan 
tha task of daatroying claaaifiad docomenta ware raaaarch 
paraonnal. Sach of thaaa man kaaw axactly what tha 
Puablo* a miaaion involvad ainca thay %fara tha paraonnal 
raaponaibla fOr tha gathering of intalligenca information* 
Thoaa few of tha Puablo* a navigational* cosmiunicationa and 
admlniatrativa paraonnal %#ho aaaiatad in tha atteapted 
destruction# while not privy to tha exact nature of tha 
Puablo* a miaaion* wre only aaaiating deatructlon from 
out aide tha raaaarch compartment a* Thus* thay ware 
receiving bags of claaaifiad material and feeding waste** 
basket fires with documents received from the technicians 
within tha compartment* Hainraub should have recalled 
thaaa facta which were frequently revealed in opan'**wurt 
taatimony* because thay clearly showed that a lack of 
knowledge on the part of tha Puablo* a dack**forca personnel 
could not have contributed to confusion on tha part of tha 
informed personnel directing the attempted destruction* 



Xqq. cXx> 




l« 



U7 

Biya 

Ho great •arprisea occurred in any of the teatiosony 
of the aavanth %#aak« In reporting the reiteration of 
already known facta and eventa by the witneaaea* the corre*** 
apondanta made no aignificant errora* Furthermore# all the 
report era handled the teatimony by Captain Jdkm R* Brock# 
regarding north Korea*a violation of international lawa of 
the high aeaa in aeialeg the Faeblo# in an accurate manner* 

Xba, , Eighth Iteak 

During the weekend preceding the eighth and final 
week of bearinge# the court men^ra traveled to Hawaii to 
confer with the authority Who had convened the court# 
Admiral John J* Byland# then CoaaMuider of the Havy*a 
Facific Fleet. 

Itewa reporta anticipating the laat week of hearings 
draw upon a short announcement by court president# Vice 
Admiral Bowen# that former Military Armistice Coowiaaion 
(Fanmunjom) negotiator# Vice Admiral John Victor Smith# 
would testify on March 10. Bcwen also announced # and the 
press generally reported# that Bucher would return to the 
stand in a final appearance at hia own regueat. Further- 
atore# it was announced that one of Bucher *a former 
commanding officers# Commander Feter Block# would be called 
to testify as a witness for the Fueblo skipper following 
Bucher* a laat statements to the court* 



m*3 iiA .•»«««• — li «• 

.^CiM»# .« ««wt ■ 1 1 » <^ l l 

• • ■«! * »i » •mtmi a '•• a«fi*4» • 

.mmM <• *1 i^i*l** •A 



«bt« -«» 




s* 



mm» "tO k« 

.t; mn^ 

»Atiaa« 

fe» M«« «MX «4» MM* 

*«*i9 ^ M» • •»«H^ 

tia MMi ^1 «* *XtKMr 

«a» »»(.#ra Mm«W -■''*"••» fU»ymawa «■»•« 

iw<i uT fiiiiif IT «•• *• •«*• •» *■* »» U**X' • •• 

vmmM •*a«lH4 •« •«« h»o n »^i ^ «»* M .•>■» 

OtM« ««• 9iA 9* 



V«*l 



116 



Julian Kartt owntioiind nil ot tbnsn prooedurnl 
dntniln in his r«^rt ^i^pnnring Karch S« At the naM tiiMi« 
lin briefly nurvayed ttm test loony taken by the court in 
cloned nennion on March 7« One of tha vitnenses at that 
n#nnion« Hartt correctly reported# Captain John Strane# 
the head of the Mavy*a SERE (Survival# 6v anion# Reaintance# 
Encape) Training prograo. Although Rartt did not report 
it# Strane dlncunned the training prograo# danigned to 
prepare Kavy pernonnel for ponnible capture by an eneoy 
for<3e# and its relation to the aituationa the Sueblo aain 
faced during their iapriaonoent* Hartt mentioned the 

training program in panning nnd then wrote that it wan one 

49 

*which none of the Pueblo crewmen apparently had.** 

Bowever# he had previoualy reported the tentistony of 
COQManieationn Technician Don £• Bailey on February 28# 
and whila Hartt did not include it in hin report at that 
tiM# Bailey gave a eonaiderable amount of tentlmony 

regarding the SERE training he had received and how it had 

SO 

helped him during hin captivity* 

Anothnr witneaa appearing in the March 7 cloned 
nennion wan Conmunicationn Technician Angelo Strano* Hin 
eonmentn were reported by Bernard Weinrsub from an 
unclannified nvomiary releaned by the CXB* While otherwise 

^^l£Ok AasalftS XAman# March 8# 1989# Sec* ZZ# p* X* 
*®Caui:t &eso£d. Voi. vi. p. 1260. 
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accurata* Weinraub'a report at oz» point referred to Petty 

51 

Officer Strano as Private 8trano« 

9hm THirty-tHird TkratJiyK tiha 
Thixty^jSBiigth i?.Byji 

All of the correspondents accurately described the 
testlsony of Admiral Smith wlx> appeared in the morning 
session of the 33rd day. Called by £• Niles Harvey# 

Admiral Smith related his feelings and experiences as chief 
negotiator at Panmunjom in attempting to secure the release 
of the Pueblo crew during the two months he served there 
after her capture and before being reassigned as Cocmander 
of the Pacific Amphibious Forces. 

Following Admiral Smith# Conmiandier Block testified 
in Bucher *s behalf. His tsstimony was accurately reported 
by the correspondents. 

During the afternoon session of March 10# Bucher 
began his final remarks to the court. Among his Gommntm 
Bucher specifically praised sr>st of his crewmen# singling 
thM out by name for their bravery and valor or for their 
constant sfforts to befuddle end confuse the Horth Koreans. 
Of these remarks# only Bernard Weinraub reported the 
significant d;>sence of Uleutenant Murphy’s name from either 
of the lists which Bucher read. Weinraub further correctly 
noted the obvioustieBS of this fact to those in the 

Maw York Yiamm# March 8 # 1969# Sec. Z# p. 13. 
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courtroon by also raporting that Liautanant Stephan Harris* 

naas did appear on one list# even though he and Bucher had 

some disagreonents in the use of the research personnel for 
52 

ship exercises. 

On March 11# the 34th day of tastinoc^ recorded by 
the court. Bucher continued his final statesient to the 
admirals. Inter speraed trith his cocsoents and following his 
rssiarks# the court recalled numerous areas Which had 
prsviously besn revealed by questions as a matter of 
interest to the court. The questions asked on March II# 
sometimes in contrast to other sessions# were sharp and to 
the point. Sa%rever# Robert Crahbe of the UP! overdr mat ised 
tha crispness of the questions in his report of the day*s 
proceedings When he wrotes 

Five admirals who could racommend a court'*martial for 
• • • bloyd Buchar barragad him Tuesday with hostile 
questions about losing his ship without a fight 

Host of the correspondents referred to the direct** 

ness of the court *s questions to Bucher# but none reported 

them to be hostile. 

On March 12 the court was in open session only long 
enough to take testimony from Captain i^lbert Giorgis of the 
Kavy*s Ship Systems Command whose eosments centered around 

Heat }fjOck March IX# 196B# Sec. X# 

p. 13. 

^^IhSL Hilwaaksa aoucnal» March 12# 1B69# Sec. I# 

p. 5. 
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bis sstimate that ths PuabXo could hava basn scuttlsd in 
about an hour by a properly trainad crew* llowaver* ha also 
notad that studies were not initiateKS to determine this 
until after the Pueblo had been seised. 

Curtis Sitosaer filed reports covering the open 
sessions of the eighth week# and in each referred to the 
fact that the court was still concernad with the Pueblo *s 
atteapts to conduct eiaergency destruction. In reporting 
this concern# Sitomr cootaented incorrectly without exeep*-* 
tion in sach rsport that the Pueblo had an estinated **2000 
pounds* of classified documents. 

On March 13# following remarks by CoRasander Bucher 
and a closing statement by his attorney# E. Miles Harvey# 
the court was closed by its president# Vice Admiral 
Harold Q. Bewen# Jr.# at 9t55 in the morning. 

Reports of the court *s last open session were 
completely accurate. 



^^ Coiirt SiecoxA . Vol. VIII, pp. 1847-1855. 

^^CbciatiAH SsiaHC,g MPlUtOg, March 13, 1969, 
See. X# p. 7# and March 14# 1969# Pec. X# p. 14. 
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TaOB CDERESPOIB^^ 

CnrraigywilMtfi* 

TH# effort to Measaro tha Mphuia th# conraapond- 
anta plaead upon particular court avaota au)d taatimny in 
aaeh day* a covaraga of tlia inquiry utiXiaad 3X1 of tha 333 
nwa atoriaa and aiglit of tha alavan pubXicationa isxrludad 
in thia atudy. Within thia fiald of data# nina of tha 12 
corrawpondanta appaared. 

Sxclodad from tha maaaurMant of aatphaaia vara tha 
fiva leamMh and four Tiffin articXaa %ihich wara puibliahad 
during tha pariod tha court waa in aaaaion* Thaaa ware 
conaidarad to ba too faw in nuadt>ar and too inclusive in 
contant to conpara aceurataly with corraapondlng nawaphpar 
raporta of tha aame dataa# 

Furtharmora# tha raporta of the OTX correspondent a# 
Jack f09C and Hobart Crabba# ware not apacifically idanti'* 
fiad by author. Ratbar# tha total URZ effort has been 
idantifiad in TabXa X only by wire service nanie* It was 
aatabXiahad by separata eorraapondance that fox reportad 
tha court from its baginnizig until fabruary 16# When ha was 
rapXaaad by Crabba# %dio oovared tha remainiz^ aaaaiona of 
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tha court in «8ch reporter's case, the numiMir 
of stories in %#hich each participated individually was too 
small to yield accurate aeasureaent* 

Ifhile the other news stories in the Eaeasurement 
were also identifiiKS only by wire service or publication 
nsM# in every case the mws reports by the Btember corre** 
spondent selected for this study were the only ones used. 

Wayne Thoods of the Chicago tribune was also 
excluded from the listings in Table 1 after it waa deter- 
mined that he had participated in only 13 news days in 
which s consensus j^ppeared. Xvm though Thomie was with 
the consensus lead on each of the 13 days# his total 
participation waa considered too small# when measured 
against the other correspondents# to be included in the 
measurement. 

The 311 news stories %#ere first cstegorised by date 
and publication. Next# each story's lead paragraph was 
analysed and a brief statement of the factual content 
therein waa extracted and listed in columnar fashion with 
the date of the story under the publication or wire service 
name. Then the author collared each suBmarised lead for a 
given date to determine if a majority of the correspondents# 
that is# fivs or acre of the reporters# chose the sai&e 

^Letter to the author from Robert Crabbe# dated 
Woveaft>er 29# 1970* 
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gansral factual coiitant with which to load thair story. 

Thus# the datsriainstion of a lead item was made solely on 
the basis of the correspondent * s selection of factual 
content taken from the court's proceedings# or strictly 
related events# and contained in the first paragraph of his 
story. On occasion# in the case of interpretive leads# the 
author found it necessary to proceed to the secortd or third 
paragraph of a story to insure that the correct factual 
content was susaaarised in Table 1. Furtheraore# if a cor-* 
respondent's lead paragraph was a general reference to 
court activities idiich obviously included the factual 
specific content of other lead stories of the sacae date# 
this wae considered to be sufficient evidence to state that 
the reporter participated in a consensus lead item. For 
instanco# a general reference by a correspondent to signify 
leant testimony about the Fueblo's ability and peritormance 
in destroying secret documents on the day of capture was 
considered to be the sas» as a specific reference in another 
lead paragraph to testimony by Captain John H. D. Williams 
that the Fueblo had the time and means to destroy all her 
Mcr.t pap«r. and .({uipiMnt. 

Th« ntmm report, toy th« Se tenca HaxULtQC 

2 

Ifews reports of February 8# 1968# by the corre* 
spondents in this study exhibited these two treatments of 
the consensus lead itm# that is# Captain Williams* 
testlraony of February 7. 
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correspondent of a particular day’s testisiony always 
appeared t%^ days after the event# tihiXe N? and UPZ stories 
occasionally ai^psarsd on the sasie day as the event or 
testisony reported# depending upon the newspaper frcHA Which 
the reports %#ere extracted* In each case# however# the 
author categorised these reports as if they had i^peared 
together on the day following the court proceedings in 
question* Uo confusion resulted since the autlior was able 
to identify the report by its content as having referred to 
a particular court day* Wos the sanus reason# the timelimss 
of a report was not considered as a factor of majority or 
minority eaiphasia* 

Sews reports in which a correspondent participated 
in a consensua lead are indicated in Table I by a plus 
sign* Those stories in which a reporter did not use a 
consexiaua lead are indicated by a minus sign* Ifhen a corxm^ 
apondent’s report did not appear in his publication on a 
given day# or tha author was un^le to find a report by a 
correspondent# that day is indicated by a sero* 

The percentage of minority emphasis# or the per^*’ 
centags of non*-participation in consensus leads by each 
correspondent# is shown in Table 2* It was determined that 
the difference in numbers of news stories written by each 
correspondent (shown as totals in Table 1) did not affect 
the ranking of errors shown as percentages in Table 2* 
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TML£ 2 

£KPHAS£8 CX>M?ARSD 



Pub3 ication 


Total 

Stories 

Counted 


Ma»bar of 
Mon^consensas 
Stories 


Percentage 
of Mon- 
consensus 


8c r ipps*aoward 
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U 


36«4M 


Christian Science 
Monitor 


2X 


3 


22*3 


Scui Dia^o Union 


21 


4 


13.2 


Lea Angelas Tioies 


22 


2 


9.1 


Msooiatad Prsss 


22 
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4.5 


M«w York TisM 
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Washington Post 


21 
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4.5 


Unitod Press 
International 


22 
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00.0 


Total 


173 


22 
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As can hm Man in Tables 1 and 2# tba nina 
corraapondanta who wra included in the Maauraiaent ot 
amphaaia wrote a total of 173 atoriea on the selected newa 
daya in which a conaenaua appeared. Of this total# only 22 
atoriea failed to share the conaenaua# for a final figure 
of 13 per cent minority ei^haaia* 

Corraapondenta! BacJ&gro.unda 
One of the purposes of this study was to determine 
if any relationship could be established between a corre^ 
8pondent*a previous military experience# in the armed 
services or as a reporter# and the manner in Which he 
reported the court of inquiry* The questionnaire ahown in 
Appendix A was sent to the correspondents in this study and 
provided the background information necessary for the 
author to make some observations* 

Kip Cooper had more previous military experience 
than any other correspondent in this study* Cooper served 
in the Ravy from 1939 to 1962# retiring as a chief petty 
officer* During his military career# he perfornmd duties 
as a journalist and a public affairs specialist* Consistent 
with those duties# Cooper was a military reporter in two 
courts of inquiry and about a do sen courts^artial prior to 
the Pueblo hearing* Following his Raval service# Cooper 
was es^loyed by the Copley Itows Service# owner of the S,sn 
Diego Union* llis duties included chief of Copley *s Tokyo 
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Bureau from 1962 to 1967 » after %fhich ha becma the 
Military affairs editor for the Iloiaa* Cooper covered the 
Pueblo court in this capacity* 

Cooper also offered these additional Qommntm to 
the author! 

• . • X felt that JiiB Lucas * • • and i&yaelf had 
another advantage over other correspondents /at the 
Pueblo hearing/i %#e had all served in Korea during the 
war end after had an intissate knowledge of • • • the 
sea waters and the people and their custosna* « • . X 
had excluaive interviews with every V* &• anbassador 
and every Unitad Nations coessander in Korea between 
1962 and 1967* • • • X covered a number of the iseetings 
at Panntunjon and was present %fhen the Eeda released two 
^oerican aviators* When the Pueblo was captured* X was 
the only correspondent — to lay knowledge wrote that 
the wmn %#ould not be released until the U* 8* 
apologised • • • not because X consider myself wise or 
si&art* but because X w«i present When the precedent was 
set* X think conbinations of all /these/ things *. * * 
Made ae believa that many reporters /at the court/ did 
not have a good overall picture of the situation**** and 
were not doing their homework to find out*^ 

Robert Crabbe of the UPX had only minimal previous 

Military service* from 1943 to 1946* as a radio technician 

in the Navy* Siowever* he noted* **Navy service including 14 

months sea duty helped /mb/ in understanding terminology* 

A 

ranks* Pueblo cooMand structure arid attitudes** With 
regard to previous esqperieiKse in reporting military 
affairs* Crabbe stated that he had done ao occasionally aa 
assistant overnight editor for UPI in Loa Angeles* While 



^X*etter to the author dated November 29* 1970* 
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Letter to the author dated November 29* 1970* 
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ha baXiavcd that previous siilitary experience was valuable 
in reporting a story like the Fueblo inquiry# Crcibbe was 
quick to add that in such a long story evon an inexperl-* 
enced reporter could gain the necessary background in 
sdlltary teminology# coveaand structure and current 

ft 

affairs# **• * • if he worked hard at it.**' lir. Crabbo also 
noted# however# that he believed he was assigned by Ills 
superiors to report the Tueblo story because **1 had a baok*^ 
ground of VK>rk in the Far Bast# including three years In 
tho Tokyo bureau from 1961 to 1964 • • • I was a Savy 

veteran# which ay superiors felt would be useful background.* 
He also added the significant coiKment# **• * • it was cheaper 
to serjd a man fron Zios Angeles than to fly a specialist out 
from iksw York or Washington.* 

Karl Fleming# in response to the questionnaire# 
noted that as a Wavy cook from 1944 to 1945 he received 
*• • • minimal legal and reportorial training in the 
kitchen.* Therefore# he did not believe that previous 
military service was an advantage to him in reporting the 
Fttcblo court. Furthermore# in response to the question 
concerning the effect of prior military service on any 
reporter at the court# Fleming stated# *If a reporter were 
a professional military person# it might prejudice him in 
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fcivor of th« wllit&iy but that probably would tm 

Flaming also notad in hia lattar to th« authors 

What was naadad^nar^l %^at was lacking in aoma Inatancaa 
— at tha trial /mXsi /0 X thought# was raporting that 
anibracad tha intricate aocial and csoral quaationa 
involved# and not neceaaarlly the strictly military 
onaa* It was a aobtla story that needed apphlatlcatad 
reporting- X thought fnoat of the reporters were laay 
and negligant— that they didn*t inquire further Into 
the story than beyond the courtroor^-^ 

Jack Fox had no previous military expor lance# and 
agreed with Karl Flendng that a reporter's previous mili- 
tary service would have had no effcK;t upon his reporting of 
the Fueblo court- However# Fox ataplifiod his answer by 
adding# "At the outset of the hearing there ledght be some 
slight help on understanding technicalities but they can be 
quickly grasped-" However# he added# "When you report and 
write for the general public you are just as well off not 
being an expert- 

Fox also stated that he had occasionally reported 
ni lit ary natters in his 23 years as a roving correspondent 
for UFZ- Among these# he wrote# were the U- S- Harine 
landing in lebanon and the U- S- intervention in the Z>omin- 
lean Republic • With regard to previous experience in 
reporting military affairs# Fox thought it might be of suxae 



^better to the author dated Hovember 17# 1970. 
^Latt-x to tlM author <3at-<S t»ov.mbar 27. 15)70. 
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us« at tha outsat of a military story# but statsd that tha 

alaaient of bias had entered into some stories about tha 

Pueblo court ha had reed which were written by military 

axpar lanced raportars at the inquiry. He also added t 

I think it is apparent to anyone %dH> followed the 
Pueblo incident closely that it got far beyond the 
military area and became a highly emotional issue 
most certainly a political one as manifested by the 
court reconraendizig court oiartial az^ the Secretary of 
the Mavy overruling the court. This is not to say that 
a background in Rdlitary affairs was not of very 
substantial value in covering such a story. But I 
would say that a reporter with excellent military 
indoctrination but very little exposure to the coverage 
of all aorts of affairs outside that arena would have 
been hard pressed to do an adequate job on tha Pueblo 
affair^rat least if he were writing for tha general 
public.® 

Curtis Sitomer had no previous military service and 
no military reporting Q3q>arienca. Ha responded to the 
questionnaire by stating that a correspondent's prior 
military service had no effect# in his estimation# on the 
way in vdiich he reported the court. Moreover# he stated# 
without prior service a reporter could operate with **no 
preconcaptions or second guesses not based upon the 
reporter's own investigations.”^^ With regard to having 
prior military reporting ea^erienca# Nr. Sitomer believed 
that it would be advantageous if it included ”oome back^ 
ground on procedures of Zthm/ court and military judicial 



to th. author datad Sovao^r 19. 1970. 
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mymtem^ . • xn othar general coioiiianta* he addedi 

Perhapa the greatest difficulty X had was not ao imach a 
lack of military background but tlie feeling that the 
real Pueblo atory waa not aur faced during the Court of 
Inquiry* Of course at the time I didn't write my 
auapiciona but reported what actually happened *i^ 

Mr* Sitofoer did not elaborate on what he believed 

waa the etory that did not aur face during the inquiry* 

Wayne Thcatia* the aviation editor for the Cliicago 

rrribtme. believed that prior military service protnoted 

**better understanding of /xh&/ atiaosjf^re in which the 
13 

Pueblo operated*** Thosnis* military e}q;>erienoe was as a 
navy pilot during World War II and during the Korean 
crisis* He also believed that previous experience in 
reporting military affairs would serve to familiarize a 
correspondent with the atmosphere of the court in the same 
way am military service* 

Tim Tyler# with only six months active military 
service in the Army National Guard# nevertheless believed 
that his military experience provaoted an understanding of 
the duties of command and the aspects of obedie:K:e and 
loyalty which Mre portrayed during the Pueblo court* On 
the other hand# Tyler did not believe that previous saili* 
tary^reporting experience gave a correspondent any 
advantage in covering the PuMd^Io hearing for the itollowing 

^^l<*tt«r to th* author datad lifav«a&>*r 19< 1970. 
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r^aaonst 

It WA9 eaaantialXy a story about hunan beings in time 
of crisis; constant coverage of military affairs can 
only dull a reporter to the human aide and make him 
overly aware of unia^rtant matters of suilitary 
procedure 

Bernard Wsinraub had two yeara of e;Q>erienca in the 

Army as a Specialist 4# one year of %diich was in a 

divisional pid>lie information office in Korea. He believed 

his service fr<»Q 1959 to 1961 enabled him to understand the 

basic rules of chain of command, prmotion* the "hierarch* 

ical set up." and enlisted men's and officers* life.^^ 

Furthermore. Weinraub was of the opinion that, without 

military training or sarvice. reporting the Fueblo court 

probably %K>uld prove confusing, and certainly would take a 

littls longer for a reporter to understand. Added to his 

military service. Heinrsub also served as a york 

Vietnam staff writer during 1967 and 1968. and while he 

considered this helpful for s reporter, he also cautioned t 

Of course a good reporter would do a good Job on the 
Pueblo story whether or not he had military experience* 
And there t^ere some bad reporters covering the court 
who had military €Ocperienee. 

George Wilson spent the years 1945 to 1947 in Pavy 
flight training as an aviation cadet which he stated gave 
him "some feeling for the savy.**^^ Furtheriaore. he 

^^Letter to the author dated Movember 19. 1970. 

^^Letter to the author dated Decen&er 6. 1970. 

^^Letter to the author dated Deceaiber 24. 1970. 
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b«li«v«d that prior military aarvioa waa an advanta^a ior 
any corraapondant at tha court ainca "familiarity with tha 
aarvioa and how a ahip wrka cajunot ba miything but 
halpful.*^^ Aa a lailitary corraapondant tor tha ^oat 
dating from Wilaon atatad ha "fra<|uantXy" reported 

military attaira« and in ganaral baliavad auch pravioua 
axparianca providad a raportar with an advantage at tha 
court by giving him aoma f miliar ity with tha subject and 
issues* 

Tha author was unsuccasstul in soliciting raaponsas 
from Julim Nartt and Richard Mayer* Hcmravar# conimants by 
their colleagues at tha court* coii^lad with the author's 
frequent association with them during tha proceedings* 
provided aofne information regarding their background* 

It can safely be aaid of Julian Rartt that ha 
frequently reported military stories for the I<OA 
TlmSiffi- and that he was considered by his contea$>or arias* 
both military and civilian* to have had significant oxperi*^ 
encs with military affairs* The author was unaware of any 
prsvious military ssrvlce Which Hr* Kartt may have had* 

Richard Meysr was not considered by his conteiqpor^ 
arias* military or civilian* to have had any significant 
experience either as a member of the military or as a 
reporter in military affairs* 
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Jim iMcmm ••tablisbad an unlcE^paachabla record aa a 
military %rxitar during the 37 yeara of hia career aa a 
joumaliat* He aerved aa a ccmbat correaponcient in the 
U. Bm Marine Corpa throughout the Heatern I'acific theater 
during World War XX and wx*ote two books about hia experi'* 
encea there. He covered Vietnam thoroughly In the mid*- 
1960a and wrote in addition to reporting 

the conflict exte naively for 6crippa*-Howard« 
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CHAPTEil VI 



QoncLiMxom 

S.mraaigy 

This study of pxsss psrforaiancs critically analysed 
a total of 333 newspaper stories and magaains articles 
dealing with thm open court procaediogs of the US6 J^ueblo 
Court of Inquiry held at the HavaX J^hlbious Baas. 

Coronado* California* In the analysis# seven categories of 
error were specified as follows s omission of court proce- 
dure or testimony essential to understanding of an event i 
reporter interpretation or analysis of proceedings 
unsupported by court event or dialogi misquotation; 
incorrect identification of witness; incorrect attribution 
of testimony or court officials* statements; inaccurate 
headline; misplaced eaphesis* Within these cattigorieSf 181 
significant deviations from the Co&xr% Eecocd were revealed 
and discussed by the author as correspoxident error. There 
were# therefore# *54 errors per story* Of all the reports# 
142 of them were coinpletely accurate* yielding a percentage 
of 57 per cent* 

2t should be noted that 12 errors of omission by the 
Xiam correspondent and 10 errors of omission by the ilsian^iieh 
correspondent were not included in the final tabulation* 
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wero excluded b«cau»o it was b«Xiaved no accurat« 
coii(>aLri*on could be made between the rate ot omieeioiui in 
the total content of daily-appearing newape^r atoriea and 
the much mailer content of a weekly magazine article* 
Furthenoore # of nine iaauea of MewfweQk i^pearing during or 
iaottdiately after the proceedlnga only five contained 
Pueblo articloa« and of nine iaauea of Xima only four 
included articlea on the Pueblo court of inquiry* Addi- 
tionally. aa haa been diacuaaed, the magazine articlea were 
excluded from the su^asureiaent of enphaaia. However, the 
nawa magaaina correapondenta were lield accountable for all 
other catagoriea of error ainee it waa believed theae would 
not hava been affected by the inherent reatrictiona of 
content level already diacuaaed* 

2n hia atudy of newapaper accuracy. Profeaeor 
filankanburg coapared tha quantitativa results of four 
aurveya* while the foethodology in these previous atixSiea 
is not strictly coa^arable to the metho(k>logy used in this 
atudy, a cxxnpariaon is included in Table 3 along with the 
raaulta of this study. 

Zt should be noted, with regard to the errors per 
story listed in the first four aurveya in Tabla 3. that tha 
inclusion of typographic and lulling errors significantly 
added to the error rate. This is especially true in the 
case of the Blankenburg survey which showed a high 
percantage of typographic and spelling errors (see Table 4) • 



ACCURACY 8URVTYS OOMPARXD* 
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Blankdi^urg also rankad arrora according to tha 
catagoriaa iaolatad in hia and Barry* a atudy* Thaae ara 
abovn in Tabla 4. 



TABLE 4 



ERKOB RANKS IN TWO mV/BPNfER ACCURACY SUR\?S^* 
(SiiOiai AS RERCSIITAGES OF TOTAL ERRORS FOUND) 



Typa of Error 


Barry 

(412 arrora) 


Blankenburg 
(389 errors) 


Oadiaaion 


16.0% 


12.6% 


Kiaquotation 


13.1 


11.8 


Typographic and ax’clling 


12.^ 


34.5 


Znaecurata haadlina 


12.9 


7.7 


Ovaranphaaia 


10.2 


6.7 


UndarcoBphaaia 


10.2 


S.S 


Mania wrong 


7.0 


3.6 


Figures %rrong 


5.6 


5.1 


Title wrong 


3.1 


2.3 


Age wrong 


2.2 


.5 


Address wrong 


2.2 


l.O 


Location %rrong 


2.2 


2.1 


Tiaaa wrong 


1.7 


2.3 


Dataa wrong 


1.7 


1.3 




100.0% 


100.0% 



^lankahburg* loc , ejt * 



Although an aecurata coapariaon ia difficult to 
draw, thia atudy alao ranked arrora according to tha cate** 
gariaa of arror uaad in tha analyaia* Thaaa ara in 

Tabla 5. 
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TMLB 5 
KRAOIt RMK8 

i&l9^ A8 KRCKMIAGES QW WTM. EliRORS fOUtiO) 



Type of Zrtor 


Becker 
(ISl errors) 


Omission 


67% 


Incorrect interpretation or analysis 


13 


Misquotation 


U 


Misidsntification of witness 


7 


Incorrect attribution 


1 


Inaccurate headline 


1 


100% 



Th« category of misplacod «ua«pha4is could not hm 
Included in T«bl4 S sincu it wan a separate measurenent 
using <mly 173 out of 333 newspaper stories in the study. 

As was noted earlier# that aeasure«ant yielded 22 non** 
consensus stories# for a 13 per cent total factor of 
adnority esphasis* 

It can be noted from a ccxsparison of error ranks in 
Tables 4 and S that correspondents * osoissions raziked much 
higher in this study than in the two previous accuracy 
studies. Bowevsr# all three studies indicat«K2 that omis- 
sions %psrs one of the most significant categories of error 
in terms of (Quantity* This study also showed a ranking for 
misquotations siadlar to that in the berry and Blankenburg 
studies. 
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Thia study drsw togttthsr the separate categories of 
wrong nanves# titles* ages* and addresses used in the two 
previous studies into the single category— ‘misidentific at ion 
of witness, fm was noted in the introductory ch^i^er* too 
few errors appeared in these categories of identification 
to be significant whan isolated separately. This is sub** 
stantiatcd by the relatively lew factor of 7 per cent for 
the error category of nisidantification shewn in Table 5. 

It is obvious that the category of incorrect 
interpretation or analysis usod in this study does not 
cohere with any of the error categories isolated in the 
Carry and Blanhehburg studies. 

With regard to the categories of wrong figures* 
dates and locations* this study tended to list any such 
errors under the heading of misquotation since such infor* 
Ration was revealed to the correspondents at the court 
through testimony* court statements* or documents intro** 
duced into evidence. 

It is suspected that the high percentage of 
omiseiom ehown in Tcd^le 5* as cellared to the iruch lower 
percentages found by Berry and Blankehburg and shown in 
Table 4* wee due to the feet that this study did not specif** 
ically include a category of underesg^hasis. Thus* some of 
this researc^r*s negative mentions of c»aission may have 
included errors in the grey area between osnissions and 
under esiqphasised elements in a story* While the Berry and 
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Bliu:ilcaQbur 9 studies probably could i»ore alstinctly separate 
an onitted item from an under anqphas iced item* 

This study also sought to cotspare the performance 
of the correspondents based upon their respective military- 
reporting experience and previous military service* In 
order to facilitate that comparison# Table 6 illustrates 
the quantity of errors by each correspoi^dent according to 
the categories of errors used in this study* 

Miong the most significant tabulations in Table 6 
are the error rates per story sho«m for each correspondent 
ia the lest column* These# it is believed# are the truest 
indication of perforKazice since they take into account the 
nustber of stories which a correspondent actually wrote# 
which the percentages of total error do xK>t* Furthermore# 
the most accurate conclusions can be drawn# not from the 
actual error rates listed# but from their ranking* Thus# 
it can be said that Bernard lfeinraid:> and Robert Cratsbe 
showed the best performance in terms of this measurement 
with only one error for every three stories they wrote 
i^out the Fueblo inquiry* By contrast# Kip Copper had 
errors in one oat of every two stories# and Jim Lucas had 
errors in about three out of each four stories he wrote* 
Furthermore# %ihile one error per story for Karl Fleming is 
based on only five stories %#hich he wcote during the court *s 
proceedings# it can be eaid that his ranked ainongst the 
poorest performances by this measureiaent* 
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The primary purpome of this tttudly was to test the 
hypothesis! CorresporK^onts to the Pueblo Court of Xnqtulry 
accuratsly reported the open court proceedinos in news 
stories which appear in their parent or member pLiblica-“ 
tions* 

In terms of the findings of accuracy surveys %diich 
havs been ccmducted by other researchors and listed in 
Table 3« the hypothesis is confirmsd. Despite ths fact 
that categories of error and methodology in this study and 
in the previous surveys were not strictly cOT^arable# it is 
believed that the smaller number of total errors and 
smaller error rate found in this analysis ouppozt that 
conclusion. That finding is no less true if the non** 
comparable typographic and spelling errors are excluded 
from the total errors found in the earlier surveys. Thus# 
for instance# the Blankerd^urg survey still produced 355 
errors and the Berry survey found 359 errors. 

However# this conclusion does not discount the 
seriousness of the nmi>tnr and quality of errors of omission 
coasdLtted by the correi^ndonts in their reports of the 
court proceedings and testimony» These omissions were 
especially noteworthy in the initial stories of January 20 
and 21 which introduced the court proceedings to the 
reader. It was important that the reader have a compre** 
hensive esqplaaation of the legal status in which Bucher was 
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pXao#d by bis d^miqnmtion m a party to tba iimulry. evsii 
fRors iif>ortaat to tba raadar”a andsratandin^ of tha coart*a 
4utiaa was an axplanation of tha distinct possibility that 
B\ich«r %#ouId ba pXacad undar suspicion md if his 

tastijROBy suggastad that ha might ba incriminating himsalf* 
In ratrospcHCtf tha Havy*s public information effort 
to stress that tha inquiry waa a fact'*finding body not 
aspovarad to punish sat tha mood, both for on**scana public 
information officara and tha press* which medistad against 
ai^ sarious consideration of Bucher possibly being placed 
under suspicion bsfore it actually happened, Presumably* 
tha llsvy*s legal asq^rts at tha court ware so %fell versed 
in the inquiry procedures that they were unable to appraci-** 
ate tha inaspariaficad viewpoint of the met«bers of the press* 
This is illustrated by the fact that neither Ca^ain 
Bewsoma* nor any other Itsvy lawyer attending a press confsr*- 
anca* aver specifically addressed the matter of an official 
warning to a court witnasa* Similarly* the press never 
ashsd any questions relating to this area* /a a result* 
even though excerpts of the xenaai explaining this 
proesdura ware distributed to the correspondents* tha 
ixftportanea of their content was not understood* 

It is also suggested that srrors of <xcission ware 
the most serious in tsrms of the pr^z^le damage they did 
to the reader*s clear understanding of the inquiry taltsn 
as s whole. Pm error of emission prc^ably never came to a 
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r«ad«r*s attmtion# or in otter %#ords« te mmy novor h«vo 
kxKwn that a nova report left eonethin^ of ia^rtafice 
uamentioned. By eontraet# errors appearing within a neitfs 
story at least gave the reader an opportunity to evaluate 
and disagree with what tte correspondent had written or 
intsrpreted and thereby allcswed him to regard the story 
with sosMi caution. 

Tte seriousness of errors ef interpretation or 
analysis in Pueblo news stories is not discounted by the 
confirmation that the correspondente were statistically and 
eoaparatively accurate. This c<^lusion ie supported by 
tte probdbls impression created in tte mind of the reader 
by the several referancea to Bucher as a mustang and the 
obvious attsspt by seme of the correspondents to suggest en 
sdvsrssry rslationship bs tween the court meeabers and the 
Fueblo*e comnanding officer. There were elements of 
conflict in the court and these generally were correctly 
end properly r<^rted by the correspondents in the study. 
Tte supposed intrinsic conflict between the admirals and 
Bucher on the basis of their respective backgrounds was not 
one ef tte elements* however. 

The r^Miated use of the reference to Bucher as s 
mustang by otter correspondents in this study after George 
Wilson's first use of the term in the caning di^s of the 
inquiry also suggests that tte affect of inaccurate 
reporting was not restricted just to tte reading public. 
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7h« sioiilArity in the eoBop«ri«ona» drwn by 
corr«^K>ndents« bet%f««n Buchor and tha court raambara tends 
to support this conclusion* 

Ssvsral ganaral observations can be aads to suggest 
why a nuaO>sr of the errors cofasdtted by the correc^ndents 
did occur* Somm correspondents# as was noted in the 
evidence chapters# seemed to note elements of disagrement 
ia witnesses* testinony to the exclusion of areas in which 
the witnesses agreed with each other* Thus# some reporters 
seesed to place a higher news value on conflict than on 
agreement or hamsaisua situations* This was aiparent in 
Julian liartt*a and Kip Cooper*# coverage of testimony by 
Cceeiander Clsrk* and their noting that it was in some ways 
contradictory to Bucher*s testimony# without mentioning 
other significant areas in which the two commanding 
officers were in total agreeaient* At a later point in the 
inquiry# it will be recalled# Jim Lucas incorrectly stated 
that Lieutenant Karris blamsd Bucher for a delay in beginning 
the destruction effort* Cooper omitted any mention of the 
most specific praise idiich Bueblo officers gave Bucher when 
aaked to comaient upon his performance by the court* Karl 
Flemiiig incorrectly claimed that the Pueblo's research 
detachment was under the operational control of the National 
Security Agency and therefore Bucher could not even enter 
the detachment's coiapsrtaients without Stephen Harris* 
permission* 
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Each of thaM arrora aeamd to b« an attMpt* 
inadvertent or othervlaa# on the part of the correapondenta 
to hold reader intereat through the reporting of conflict# 
to Make dreaatie and intereatlng that teati»ony %diich in 
actuality waa far leaa dramatic and not an indication of 
conflict betMen witaeaaea* These errors tend to illua** 
trata the neeaaMin*a belief that conflict is aore newsworthy 
than peace or hamony* 

The study noted a nueber of errors cofneitted as a 
raault of a correspondent *a oversiaiplification of cosaplex 
testiaony and coepXex issues before the court* These# 
coupled with an indeterminate nueber of errors of omission* 
can no doubt be attributed to the economy of space demanded 
by the asiount of news which must be sgueesed into a news** 
paper *s news hole* The economising effort of the corre"* 
spondente to ooqpreas an entire day of court events into 
ons or two news reports of a length auithble for publica** 
tion in their newsp4!^€n:a or magasines created a real demand 
to select the overt phases and events of the day and 
blindsd them to the nuances in seme of the testiseony and 
court procedures* 

Similarly* ths correspondents* errors in not 
correcting the initial testimony by Captain Williams about 
the amount of classified documents aboard the Pueblo is no 
doubt an illustration of the time squeese upon the corre* 
spondents created by deadlines* In the coeperienee of the 
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author whilo he was at the court* this necessary rush by 
the correspondents to xaset their deadlines prevented some 
on occasion frosa attending the daily 5i00 p.m. wrap-up 
conforeace at the CZB during which many o£ the cooplex 
issues in the day*s testiiaony were addressed by Captain 
Thsiias* the cor respondent s in attendance# and court offi- 
cials such as Captain Mewsome* The benefit of these 
question-and- answer sessions to the correspondents* fullest 
understanding of the day*s events was considerable* 

Yet# even with these conferences and the benefit of 
expert opinions about What the coxxrt vm doing# it can at 
least be hypothesised that all of the correspondents# at 
one tiM or another# were unable to see the reality of the 
court events because of the blind mpotu created by their 
own stereotyped images ef Bucher as tho underdog t of the 
court as an adversary proccH^ding# or generally of the 
inhumanity of Navy rc^gulations regarding accountability and 
the need to prevent secret material from falling into encony 
hands even at the possible expense of human life* To this 
extent# it can be said that some of the correspondents 
MBmmod to be participating in «3verse public opinion about 
the court's "persecution** of Bucher without regard for 
what actually was hiqpening during the open court sessions 
%^ich they attended. Fortunately# many of the corrsapond- 
ents viewed the public reaction to the warning to Bucher# 
as evidenced by letters# telephone calls and telegrams to 
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thm coitrt and CXB# with mamm aiani. This tandad to maha 
thaH Bora conacioua of tha aXwaya*f»^as«nt afforta of tha 
court naisbara to aXXw Buchar to tall hla atory in a raXa* 
tivaXy unintarruptad nannar* and to put witnaaaaa bafora 
tha court at aaaa* Thua# bafora the warning to Bucher and 
tha pubXic reaction# tha corra^^ndanta generally made 
XittXa rafaranca to thaaa indicationa of tha court* a 
toXaranea and undaratanding. Bowavar# aftar tha pubXic 
outcry# and a^paciaXXy during tha chilling taatimony about 
tha brutality and tortura inflicted upon the men* corre- 
apondanta* raporta fra<2uantly mantionad tha court soanbars* 
coafpaaaionata gaaturaa* 

Tha factors which are thought to have contributed 
to a greater degree of accuracy in thia atudy than in 
pravioua nawapapar accuracy aurvaya are aavar ai. Parhi^a 
tha moat obvious factor is that a nuatbar of preatiga 
pubXicationa wara included in thia study* Therefore* it 
can be preaumed that their news gathering proceaaaa trare of 
high quality aapacially in taraB of the profaaaionaX abil** 
itias of tha corraapondanta at tha court who raprasanted 
tha pcblieationa* JPurtharmora* tha nature of tha Pueblo 
atory* a news avant of worldwide iaiportanca# probably 
brought out tha baat of tha abilities of tha journaliata* 
Certainly it can be said that thair attention to the news 
events was brought to a paak by the inherent importance and 
drama of tha Pueblo inquiry* Madiatii^ against this 
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attention apaa« however* vaa the long duration of the court* 
aad the repet it iveneaa of teatioiony during the capture 
phase, nonetheless* the correi^;>oiidents* accuracy in all 
categories tended to iaprove as they bacsM store familiar 
with the story in later stages of the court hearings. This 
taads to support the belief that the reporter who has 
specislissd training or knowledge in a particular news area 
will produce better riws reports than a non*-^ecialised 
reporter. 

Moreover* aa has been inferred* the intense efforts 
of the CXB to procaote the correapondents * :^llest under-* 
standing of the court and its dealings do\d>tless had a 
positive iapact on accuracy. Thus* the correspondents hsd 
the benefit of constant fee^acH from aiid personal aesociar 
tion with the lfavy*s public affairs and legal personnel who 
had ijBiiediate access sad knowledge about tl^ c(»plexities 
of the Pueblo inquiry. 

Based upon the correspondents* backgrounds dis** 
cussed in Chapter V* and the total errors and error rates 
per story for each correiq>ondent listed in Table 6* it is 
considered that the answer to the question* **Krhat was the 
difference* if any* between reports by correspondents with 
military reporting experience and correspondents with no 
previous experiencs?*** is that there was no conclusive 
difference, was noted from their backgrounds* Jim Lucas 
and Kip Cooper demonstrated the greatest experience in 
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^•porting military affairs* yst thair rsspactivs arror 

ratas of *71 and *53 arrors par story axcaadad tha Kntar 

arror rata of *43 damonst rated by Richard Kayar who had no 

significant aapariaace in military affairs reporting* On 

tha other hand* Sarnard Weinraub* who had a fair amount of 

military reporting ejqparienca before tha Ru^lo inquiry* 

demonstrated tha lowest arror rata* *31* of any of the 

correspondents in this study* 

It is most difficult to assess the reasons behind 

ths varying differences demonstrated by tha correspondents 

in this study when compared to tha relatively identifiable 

background each had in terms of previous miXiteury reporting 

aaeperianea or previous military service* Perhaps tha most 

rassonsbla conclusion which can be drawn was bast expressed 

by Bernard Hainraub^s personal comnent to the authors 

Of course a good reporter %#ould do a good job on tlie 
Pueblo story whether or not he had military experiencSL* 
And there were some bad reporters /covering the courjy 
who had military experience. 

The inference* of course* is that basic training 

and professionalism of a journalist are the important 

factors in the quality of him reporting* ifonetheless* as 

Heinrsub and a number of the correspondents indicated* 

previous military eaq>erience was generally considered to be 

an advantage in the initial reporting of the court* an 

opinion supx>orted by the decreasing nmaber of errors shown 

in this study as the reporters became familiar with their 

subject* This* it seems* cannot easily be denied so long 
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KsgOTnandttiQna 

Stadias of prass parformanca in tha covaraga of 
actual nairs avants ara an isq;>ortant and raalistic mathod of 
journalistic rasaarch* and offar iamediata and transfar* 
abla suggastions for iit^roving rmtm reporting in general* 
Tha problam is in salacting a finite nears event %^ara 
sources of information to newsman can ha isolated and* most 
importantly# an unis^achabla record of tha event can be 
found. 

Thera is also an advantage in having a news event 
of soma ooaplaxity and duration to permit tha so-called 
sidt>jactiva errors of interprstation# amf^asis# and omiasion 
to appear in the press performance in a significant manner. 

The Su€d>lo Court of Inquiry# aa a vehicle to test 
press performance# mat these conditions in a satisfactory 
way. At tha same time# other areas for research and 
iaprovaoants to tha liavy*s pdblie information effort ware 
suggested by this study. 

In general# tha eorraiqpondants indicated by their 
raq^nsas to tha author that they %iaXcomad tha c^portunity 
to axprasa their ideas about tha news gathering effort at 
tha Pueblo hearings • Thaaa rasponsoa predominantly noted 
their concern that the **humaa elements of individuals in 
time of crisis* Mre not covered in most news reports. 
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ThdM a 2 )d other Mk^itionid coc«3Zie»ts to the quest ionnadre 
used in this study suggest that s thorough investigation# 
using a survey technique# of the itqpressions of the t^proxi** 
sately 30 correspondents vho covered the court might he 
vala«hle* 

Moreover# this study made no att^^pt to investigste 
the area of the visual and broadcast media* Including 
these correspondents in a survey inight reveal points of 
contrast and agreement between their ohaorvations and those 
newsmen from the print media* 

With regard to the Uavy*s public information effort# 
some definite recoinaendations are in order* It is evident 
from this study that the correspondents were not fully 
conversant with the legal procedures the court was applying 
when it warned Commander Bucher* The Boeblo CIB should 
better have prepared the newsmen for this likelihood# and 
should have impressed upon the court counsel and court 
members the predictable effects upon the newsmen of the 
dramatic interruption of testiMny on January 22# 196B# the 
court recess while all in attendance at the court waited* 
virtually epellbouad# and the reaidm^tion of the day*s 
session with the otherwise normal advisement to Bucher that 
he was suspected of having violated Wavy regulations* 
Instead# it was assumed the press would understand and 
therefore no preparations were made to introduce the newsmen 
to the warning procedure beforehand# and no briefing was 
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h«Id for than aft«r was givan* Thus* ths 

public affairs parsonnol at tha court fallsd to inforsi tha 
court about tha probable iaf>act of its actions with regard 
to tho press* and failed to plan properly for comaunicating 
to the newsaan the moaaijig of those actions when they ware 
taken. These were the fundanental failures of the public 
information effort at the Pueblo inquiry. They derived 
from a sliortsightadness on the part of public affairs 
personnel primarily# but also from tho lack of coordination 
between the court# its Isgal advisors# and the CIS. In the 
future that coordination# with specific concern for the 
lack of knowledge the public and the menbers of the press 
havs# must be assured. 

Finally# som comments regarding the inherent lisdt ac- 
tions in the design of this study are in order. Perhaps the 
saost obvious problem the author encounter«id in detencining 
reporter error was in the area of ea^hasis. Its measurement 
by means of consensus lead items penalised those correspond** 
ents who might actually have corrciCtXy esq^hasised an item 
even though they were in the minority. It is hoped that 
later studies can find a more adequate way to deal with 
errors in esphasis. Second# later researchers would be wise 
to conduct a coder reliability check in order to preclude 
the possibility of undue personal bias and to insure 
replicat ability. 
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APFEKDXX A 



QimsrxomkmE 



AMpood«nti Pat a .. 

!• Hava you baan in tho ntilitary aarvico? VKS^Cgo to Q la) 
HO (90 to 04) 

a* Khat vara tha dataa of your aarvica? _ , 

b. Branch of aarviea ?._ , , , , , 

c. Vhat waa your highaat anliatad rata or coBoiiaeionad 

rank ? , , 

d. Hara you a journalist » cos^at corran^ndant 

public affairs spacialist^* or What wars your 
dutlas? , 

2« How many formal courts of Inquiry did you participata 
is? (If ttona# 90 to Q 3) 

a* In ^duit capacity did you participata? , , , 

3« Did Iming in tha military sarvica halp you in r^^rting 
tha Puablo court? XSB 1I0__ Why? 



4* Xn ganaral* do you think that# if a reporter had prior 
military sarvica# it waa an advantage.^# disadvantage, 
or had no effect ,^ upon hia r^^^orting of tha Puablo 



